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In Anſwer to a late Book intituled, 


4 plain Account of the Nature and Fud of 
be Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. 
| — KC 


Inſcribed to every ſincere Member of the Church 
| of ENGLAND. ; 
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Take beed therefore unto yourſelves, and to all the. flack, over 
: the which the Holy GI hath made you overſeeer s (e een 
Biſhops) 0 feed the church of God, which He (God the Son) 
bath purchaſed with his own blood. For 1 know this, that af- 
ter my departing, ſhall grievous wolves enter in among you, not 
 fparing the flach. Alſo of your own ſelves ſhall men ariſe, 
Speaking perverſe thingt, to draw away diſciples after them. 
Acts xx. 28, 29, 30. 8 | | 
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| N i HA YE two things to ad- 
NM < vertiſe the. ſerious Reader of ; 

N E the 225 is, That the Pri- 
8 nitive Doctrine, which T 
AT Ba have endeavoured to vindi- 

cate in the following Trat, 
7s moſt qirectly oppoſite to the preſent Do- 
rin of that corrupt Church of Rome. 
The Church of Rome, in their Sacrifice. 
of the Maſs, pretend to offer up to God 
very Chriſt, whole Ghriſt, God and Man 
hypoſtatically : Hence, according to them, the 
Sacrifice of the Maſs is propitiatory in its i 
own Nature, and to be worſhipped, : as = 
being the very, natural, ſubſtantial Body . 
and Blood of Chriſt: On the other hand, _ (41208 
the primitive Doctrine maintains, that not 


the very natural, Of titan Body - and 
| Blood 
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Bubod f Cbriſt is offered to God in the Eu- 

 chariſt, but that Bread and Wine, as the 
appointed Repreſentatives of Chrifts Body 
aud Blood, are to be offered according to 


Chriff's own Inſtitution, and that this re- 


preſentative Sacrifice is therefore propitia- 
tory, not in its own. Nature, not from any 


real, intrinfic Worth in itſelf; but by Inſti- 


tution, by virtue of the grand, perſonal Sa- 
crafice of Chriſt, which by his. J. =—_ it 
1s appointed to commemorate and repreſent ; 
amd that therefore the Materials of this re- 
 preſentative Sacrifice are not to be worſhip- 
fed, as not being ſubſtantially zhe Body 
and Blood of Chriſt, tho' they are indeed 
mage fo in Power and Effect, by the Pre- 
ſence and Bleſſing of the life giving, eternal 
Spirit. It is therefore manifeſtly plain, 
that this primitive Doctrine directly over- 
tbrows the corrupt Doctrine of the Church 
33 For if the Repreſentatives 0 
Briſt's Body and Blood be offered in t 
Eucbariſt, then it is moſt certain, that 
very Chriſt h:m/elf cannot be there offered; 
becauſe in the very Nature of Things, the 
Repreſentative cannot be ſubſtantially the 
Perſon repreſented. And thus the Roman 
Idol of Franfubſtantiation falls to the 
e next Thing J would advertiſe the 
ferious Reader , is, That tbe primitivg 
Declrine, which I have endeavoured tg 


* 
Li 
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vindi. 


lv n 
vindicate, is moſt expreſsly recommended and 
| enjoined by the Church of England: For 
= (in the Homily of the worthy receiving 
of the Sacrament) ſhe declares, That be- 
ee fore all things, this we muſt” be ſure of 
* eſpecially, that this Supper be in fuch 
« wiſe done and miniſtred, as our Lord 
© and Saviour did and commanded to be 
ce done, as his Holy Apoſtles uſed it, and 
* the good Fathers in the primitive Church 
* frequented it. Now it will (J truſt) 
appear in the following Trafi, both from 
Scripture and Antiquity, that the Lord's 
Supper is 4 Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, a Sa- 
crifice or Oblation of Bread and Wine f 
fered to God (according to Chriſt's own 
Inſtitution) as the Repreſentatives of Chriſt's 
Body and Bload, to bring the grand Sacri- 
Ace of Chriſt into Remembrance before God, 
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means, when ſbe ſays preſently after, We 
„ muſt take heed, leſt of the Memory it 
be made a Sacrifice. The Words imme- © 


o 


. 
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9 F : 


| that for the Sake of it, he may be propitious 1 
. to us in the Pardon of our Sins, and in ; 4 1 
| confirming to us the other Benefits of Chriſt's b 

Death and Paſſion. Hence it will be eaſy | 
for the Reader to perceive what our Church | 1 


* Non a »„ = aca 
S R n 
F „ 5 ©. ata] 3 
ange; AT 5 * x 
- - "Army EH - - 


OO IO Ge poor re RT 
> F201 * 2 3 8 
——— Ky — at 
g ls al 5 * * hh 
ER : 
U g 


5 diately following thoſe above cited run thus, 

| viz. For (as that worthy Man St Ambroſe 
| faith) be is unworthy of the Lord, that 
| <- otherwiſe doth celebrate that Myſtery, 
| * than it was delivered by him, Neither 
2 1 9 * can 
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[ vi ] 
it can be be devout, that otherwiſe doth pres 
te fame, than it was given by the Author. 
e Me muſt then take - heed, beſt of the Me- 
% mory, it be made à Sacrifice; left of a 
e Communion it be made a private Eating; 
« left of two Parts we have but one, &c.” 
Ts it not hereby evidently plain, that our 
Church is here arguing againſt the Papiſts 
Doctrine of this Sacrament, againſt their 
Notions and Practice with regard to it? 
and. not againſt the primitive Doctrine of 
it. The Meaning therefore of theſe Words, 
Leſt of a Memory it be made a Sacrifice, 
is either this, viz. That aue do not think, that. 
the Memory of Chriſt's Death is ſufficiently 
celebrated, when the oblatory Part is only 
perform d, without adminiſtring the Ele- 
ments to the Congregation, as is daily done 
among the Papiits ; or elje the Meaning is, 
that we do not of a memorial, repreſentative 
Sacrifice, make it ſuch a Sacrifice as the 
Papiſts pretend to offer, viz. the real Sacri- 

ce of the' very natural, ſubſtantial Body 
and Blood of Chriſt : For that the. Church 
does by no means declare again the primi- 
tive Doctrine of the Repreſentative Sacri- 
fice, under the Symbols of Bread and Mine, 
is plain in that ſhe declares, ve muſt be- 
< fore all things be ſure of this, that this 
* Supper be in ſuch wiſe done and admini- 
< fired, as our Lord and Saviour did and 
* commanded to be done, as his holy Apo- 
a yd : a | /t le s 


fit ae it, "and as the 3 


viz. that whereas t. 
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{wil 


os 


Sed Parker in 
ce the primitive Church frequented it. And 
this will ſhew the Reader, that the following 
Words in the ſame Homily, are not to be ta- 
ken in aſtrict Senſe, viz. This (i. e. to ac- 
knowledge no other Saviour, Redeemer, Me- 


diator, Advocate, " Interceſſor, but Chriſt 


only) is to ſtick faſt to Chriſt's Promiſe 
© made in his Inſtitution, to make Chriſt 
* thine own, and to apply his Merits to 
ee thyſelf; herein thou needeſt none other 
* Man's Help, no other Sacrifice or Obla- 
ce tion, no Keritieing Prieſt, no Maſs, no 
Means eſtabliſhed by Man's Invention.“ 
It is plain, this is levelled againſt the Papiſt 
Dotirine of the Sacrifice of the Maſs; and 
muſt be interpreted accordingly. If it be ta- 
ken in a ſtrict Senſe, it will contradict the 
whole Tenour and Deſgn of the Homily, and 


make the Sacrament itſelf needleſs; for that 


cannot be adminiſtred in any Manner, with- 


out the Help of other Men; even accor- 


ding to our Author's Notion, there muſt be 
me to communicate with us: Whoever there- 


fore will "carefully read over the Homily, 


(which is in every reſpe quite oppoſite to our 
Author's Nations) un find the plain natural 
Meaning of the Paſoge laſt cited, to be this; 

e Papiſts lay great Streſs 
upon the mere opus operatum ; on the con- 


trary, we muſt not think that the Benefit of 
the Sagrament doth proceed from the Merit 
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5 (. 
of the mere opus operatum, hut that what is 
done by the Prieft will tand-us in no ftead, 
without the concurrent Mediation and Merits 
of our Saviour's Death; and that no Sacri- 
fice, abſtratted from that of Chrift on. the 
Croſs, can avail us to Salvation, The Rea- 
der will find the Doctrine and Practice 
our Church farther vindicated, in the fe 
lowing Trad. 85 
I — nothing more to add, Pow fo defire 


of the Reader (as the Weight of the Subject 


. a fair and impartial Reading; 
ch if he allows me, I truft he will find, 
. that if the repreſentative Sacrifice in the Ho- 
ly Euchariſt have no ſtronger Adverſary, 
than our Author, it will need no abler De- 
fender than myſelf, who am minor ae 
and thine i in tbe Lord, 
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S A C RAME N T 
0 F THE 50 | 
ALTAR, Oc. 


HE Author of a late Book, en- 
Mo titled, A plain Account of the Nas 
nue and End of the Sacrament of the 
@ Lord's Supper, has not only bent 
all his Force to batter down the 
Immovable Doctrine of a Repreſen- 
tative Sacrifice in the Holy Euchariſt ; but 
has ſunk it down much lower than any I 
have ever yet heard of, except Tindal and 
his Diſciples, - with the 
it no Duty at all. 
no Friends to the Primitive and Scriptural 
Doctrine of a Repreſentative Sacrifice in the Ho- 
ly Euchariſt, have yer aſſerted the Neceſlity of 
a Prieſt, to preſide in the Celebration of it ; 
they have maintain'd that the Elements of 
Bread and Wine being ſolemnly ſet apart by 2 
Commiſſion'd' 2 for the An, 


Quakers, who make 
They, who have been 
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of Chriſt's Body broken, and his Blood ſhed, 
With Prayer for a divine Bleſſing to attend the 
Holy Symbols, to become to all worthy Re- 


ceivers the Seal of Pardon and the Conveyance 
of divine Grace: But theſe things are all ei- 
ther expreſily or by direct Conſequence denyed 


. by this Author. As he never once mentions 


the Neceſſity of a Commiſſion*d Officer to pre- 
fide in this Holy Feaſt, and as he expreſsly 


denies.the Doctrine of Ble/ing the Bread and 
Wine, in the Senſe of Prayer for a divine ſpe- 


_ cial Bleſſing upon them, and lays all the Streſs 


upon bare breaking and eating Bread and drink- 
ing Wine in Remembrance of Chriſt, as an ab- 
ſent Perſon, he gives but too much Ground to 
ſuſpect that he is no Enemy to the Poſition of 
the impious Tinda!, who aſſerts, that every one 
(viz. Lay- man, or Woman) may conſecrate for 
themſebves as effefiually. as any Prieſt; tho' our 
Blefſed Lord commiſſioned, not Lay-men, but 
his Apoſiles, to do as he had dane, i. e. to take, 
bleſs, and break, and diſtribute to others. As 
to the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper be- 
ing the Seal of Pardon, and the Conveyance of 
divine Grace, this he expreſsly denies; nay, 
Tidicules the Notion (as he ſpeaks) of fancying 
Communications and Impreſſions from above in 
the performance of this Duty. His Book is 
likewiſe full of other Errors, and monſtrous 
Poſitions, repugnant, in their plain Conſtruc- 
tion, to the receiv'd Doctrine of Chriſt's Ca- 
tholic -Church. 1 ſhall not therefore think 
my time mis-ſpent, nay I think it, upon many 


accounts, my Duty, to repreſent the true Doc- 
trine of the Euchariſt, by ſhewing the falſe 
Notions our Author has entertain'd, and en- 


deavours 


JJ P ˙²˙ewrj. m.... ]7˙ .., ]%¾ cßJſmã.!... TTT. ea. age 


TH 
deavours to propagate concerning it.. But 
before I enter upon this, it will be very neceſ- 
ſary to make a Remark or two upon his man- 


ner of ſetting out. 


Page 5. He aſſerts, That is is of ſmall Impor- 
tance ta Chriſtians to know what the many Writers - 
upon this Subject, ſince the times of the Evangelifts 
and Apoſtles, have affirmed; And Page 7, he 


_ ſays, Whatſoever was truly neceſſary at firſt, to- 
dards a right Underſtanding of this Ordinance, was 


without doubt contained in the firſt and earlieſt Ac- 


counts of it: Otherwiſe,/ ſays he, it muſt be ſaid, 


that the very firſt Chriſtians, wwho were called up- 
on to perform this Duty, and who attually did 
perform it very frequently, were not fully inſtructed 
by the Apoſtles. He allows therefore, that 
they who were inſtructed by the Apoſtles, 
were fully inſtructed in the Nature of this Inſti- 
tution; and yet, in contradiction to himſelf, 
he afferts, that it is of /mail Importance to Chriſ- 
tians, to know what they have ſaid in this 
Matter. I fay, in contradiftion to himſelf; for 
how can it poſſibly be of ſmall Importance to 


know what thoſe Writers have faid about this 


Ordinance, who were fully inſtructed by the 
Apoſtles themſelves in the Nature of it? On 
the: contrary, in the Reafon and Nature 'of 


things, are not the Accounts, which we have 


from thoſe Writers, of this Inſtitution, the 


beſt, or rather, the amy means to let us into the 


full Senfe and Meaning of thoſe Accounts, 
which the Writers of the New Teſtament have 


left us? Certainly they are. It is therefore of 


great Importance to know what ſuch Writers 
have ſaid, concerning this Inſtitution; becauſe 
| 5 I, 
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they being inſtructed by the Apoſtles, are the 


fitteſt Perſons to be conſulted concerning the 


full Senſe and true Meaning of what the Holy 
Pen- men have ſaid concerning it. But our 
Author ſets aſide all other Writers, antient, as 
well as modern, whether they wrote /ooxer or 


later (page 8.) after the Apoſtles, and affirms it 


to be of /mall Importance, to know what they 
have faid concerning this Matter ; becauſe, ſays 
he, a few Years make a great Alteration in Mens 
Notions and Language, about ſuch Points of Reli- 


gion. (I wiſh this Obſervation may be verify'd 
in himſelf.) But let a few Years make\never ſo 
great an Alteration in Mens Notions and Lan- 


guage, it cannot, with any manner of Reaſon, 


be affirmed, that the firſt and earlieſt Writers 
of Chriſtianity, ſome of whom, as Ignatius and 


Clement, were inſtructed by the Apoſtles them- 
ſelves, and others by ſuch as had been ſo in- 
ſtructed, either did not know what Inſtructi- 
ons they had received, or do not give ſuch 
Accounts of this Ordinance, as were agreeable 
to thoſe Inſtructions: This, I ſay, cannot 


with any manner of Reaſon be affirm'd, and 


our Author ſets theſe antient Writers aſide, 


not becauſe he has any Reaſon to accuſe them, 


either of corrupting the Notions they received 
fromthe Apoſtles, or of ſaying things concern- 
ing this Ordinance, contrary to thoſe Noti- 
ons; but only, becauſe he is not ignorant, 
that thoſe-firſt and early. Writers loudly teſtify 
againſt thoſe low, dry, jejune, and debaſing 
Notions, which he has entertain'd, and endea- 
vour'd to propagate, concerning this moſt ſo- 
lemn Inſtitution of our Religion. 4 
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„ 
But becauſe our Author excepts againſt all 
the primitive Writers, whether they wrote 
ſooner or later, as Perſons, of whom he affirms 


s of · ſmall Importance to know what they 


have ſaid concerning this Subject; it may not 


be 


amiſs to let the Reader ſee what little Rea- 


ſon he has, to except againſt their Teſtimony, 


in 
cle 
cc 
Ch 
66 


cc 
cs 


the Words of one, who has briefly, but 
arly ſpoke home to this Point. Thoſe 


Times of the Church, which were within 


four hundred Years after the Birth of 
Chriſt, were certainly the pureſt times of 


the Chriſtian Church. The firſt hundred 


Years was under the Preſidency of Chriſt 


himſelf, here on Earth, or of ſome of his 


Apoſtles; for St John, the beloved Diſci- 


ple, did not die till about an hundred 
Years after the Nativity of our Saviour. 


The next -fifty Years, at leaſt, was under 


the Preſidency of ſuch Biſhops, as had been 
inſtructed by the Apoſtles, or Apoſtolical 


Men; for the; Apoſtles had many Aſſiſ- 
tants and Fellow-labourers, whoſe Names 
we meet with in the New Meſtament, as 
Timothy, Titus, Sylvanus, Epaphroditus, Cle- 
mens, and others, who were as careful to 
preſerve the Purity of the Chriſtian Faith 
and Worſhip, as the Apoſtles themſelves. 


And we have reaſon to believe, that their 
immediate Succeſſors, who were educated 


and ordained by them, would not immedi- 
ately corrupt the Faith and Worſhip of 


© God, and deviate from the Apoſtolical 
Doctrinè and Practice, eſpecially when we 


conſider that the Apoſtles, and Apoſtolical 
Men their Contemporaries, had the Gift of 
e ; „ diſcern 
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& diſcerning Spirits, and therefore would not 


<<. ſet any Men over the Church, to govern it 
<« after their Death, whom they did not know 
© to be ſound in the Faith, and very unlike- 
4 ly to corrupt that Doctrine and Worſhip, 
* which they had received from them. _ So 
* that I think we may very well conclude, 


* that the Church was not corrupt, whilſt it 


«© was under the Preſidency of the Apoſtles, 
«© or their immediate Suceeſſors; that is, for 
% an hundred and fifty Years after the Birth 
4 of Chriſt, Neither have we any reaſon to 
« think, that the Church was corrupted with- 
« in the next hundred and fifty Years; for we 
« find the Authors of thoſe times frequently ap- 


* 


„ pealing to the Doctrines and Practices delivered 


« by the Apoſtles, and very zealous for the 
„ obſerving and retaining them pure and un- 
<< corrupt, and vigorouſly oppoſing all that 
« would deviate from them. And in fo ſhort 
«© a Space of time, as an hundred and fifty, or 
< two hundred Years, they could not but 
& know what were the Apoſtolical Practices. 
«© They could not but know what kind of Go- 
4 vernment the Apoſtles had ſettled in the 


* Church, what Orders of Miniſters they had 


appointed, how and in what manner they 
« adminiſtred Baptiſm, Confirmation, the Eu- 
c chariſt, and ſuch like, what kind of Service 
< they uſed in their ſolemn Aſſemblies, what 


'C 


* 


any at all. Theſe, and other Matters of the 
<< ſame Nature, they could not but know as 
cc well as we can know, what were the 
&« Uſages of our firſt Reformers, who lived 


* about the ſame Diſtance of time from us, 


e e 


Feaſts and Faſts they obſerved, or whether 
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« chat the Apoſtles and their immediate Suc- 
<<" ceffors did, from thoſe who lived at the 


MS - 


« fatter end of the third, and the Beginning 
« of the fourth Century. And for as much 


ec ag we find that the Church continu'd the 
« ſame Doctrine and Wartſhip to the End of 


ee the fourth Century, and afterwards, which 
« they obſerved in the Beginning of that 
« Century, of which we have a clear Ac- 
& count from the numerous Writers of that 
«© Age; we conclude with very good Reaſon, 
« that for theſe firſt 400 Years after the 
« Birth of Chriſt, the Church was as pure 
« and uncorrupt, as we can expect to find her 


* in her militant State, and conſequently 


« that the Doctrine and Diſcipline of the 


« Church, in thoſe firſt Ages, is the beſt 


„ Pattern we can have.” 


Now the Fathers of theſe pure times, the 


four firſt Centuries, our Author knows, are 
point-blank againft him, and for this Reafon 
alone, he ex againſt their Teftimony 2 


But whether this be a ſufficient Reaſon, I ſhall 


leave my intelligent Reader to judge. 
Well then, ſince he will not allow us any 
Help from the moſt antient Fathers, towards 


a right Underſtanding of the Nature of this 


Ordinance, or of thoſe Paſſages in the New 


Teſtament, which ſpeak of it; let us ſeewhat 


the Holy Pen- men have recorded concern- 
ing it. But who ſhall explain to us, the true 
Senſe and Meaning of the Holy Pen- men, in 
thaſe Paſſages? Shall we follow this Author's 
Explication, or that of thoſe antient, primi- 
tive Writers? They give us one Conſtruction 
of thoſe Paſſages, and he gives us another 

quite 
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quite=Gifferent: Which muſt we chuſe for our 


1700 Years; or Them, who lived in, or near 
the Apoſtles times, and received this Ordi- 


Apoſtles themſelves, or from choſe who were 


be determined, not by the Explication and 

unnatural Gloſſes of our Author, but by the 

unanimous Senſe, and concurrent Teſtimony 

of the primitive Writers; becauſe, as he 

himſelf muſt allow, ſome of them were fully 

inſtructed by the Apoſtles, and therefore muſt 

in reaſon be deem'd good Interpreters of the ſa- 

cred Pen- men: And I can ſee. no Reaſon, 

why the ſame may not be affirmed, of thoſe 

other antient Writers, who, tho' they recei- 

ved not their Inſtructions from the Apoſtles 

| themſelves, yet from ſuch, as were inſtructed 
and ſet over the Churches by them. 

Our Author indeed leaves his Readers 70 

their Rigbt of | judging for themſelves, Page 2. 

and gives us full Liberty to receive his» No- 

tions and Explications of Scripture, or to reject 

them as we find Cauſe. Let us therefore exa- 


Scripture, on which he founds his Notions, 
and ſee whether we have Cauſe to reject them, 
or not. 


# potheſis. 
1 2dly. I will examine his Explications of 


218 ed. | 
0 | 3ah. I will ſhew how much he has miſre- 
Wi: | . the Doctrine of our Church, and 


Guide? Him, who lives at the Diſtance of 


nance, together with their Faith, from the 


inſtructed by them? For my own Part, I ſhalt 


mine his Notions, and his Explications of 


I will Gervlare, - Fi 115 examine his Hy- 


= | Scripture, on which his Hypotheſis is ground- 


how 


£% myo” 


Q. 2 


91 


how roughly he has handled our Comminiorl 


OMe. >; 

And, 4thly, I will point out ſome Paſſages, 
which, in their plain Conſtruction, contra- 
dict the receiv'd Faith and Doctrine of 


Chriſt's Church, 


In the firſt Place, I hall examine his Hy- 
potheſis His Hypotheſis is, That the thing 


commanded to be done, „ is to break Bread and 


& drink Wine, lo keep up in our own Minds a 
&« Remembrance of Chriſt, as of a Perſon corpo- 


rally abſent from us. That the Reader may 


ſee, I do not miſrepreſent him, I ſhall quote 
his own Words. He ſays, Page 24. The 
« End for which our Lord inſtituted this Du- 


«© ty, was the Remembrance of himſelf.” 


, Tags 29. He ſays, ** Whoever, therefore, in 


a Serious and Religious Senſe of his Rela 
« tion to Chriſt, as his Diſciple, performs 
& theſe Actions of eating Bread and Wine, 
«© in Remembrance of Chriſt, as of a Perſon 
% corporally abſent from his Diſciples, moſt 
% certainly performs them agreeably to 
«© the End of the Inſtitution, declared by 
« Chriſt himſelf, to his immediate Diſciples. 5 
You ſee, Reader here 1s no mention of a 
Prieſt, firſt to bleſs the Bread and Wine into 


the powerful Repreſentations of Chriſt's Body 


and Blood, before they are eaten and drunk : 
But the whole Streſs is laid upon the Actions 
of eating Bread and drinking Wine, in Re- 
membrance of Chriſt, i. e. as he explains him- 
ſelf, Page 23, 28. In order to remember him. 
Tou ſee, he has no Notion of an Applicalion 
made to God, * preſenting the * 
ine 
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Wine to him, in Memory of Chriſt; no No- 


tion of making a Repreſentation to God of the 


Sacrifice of Chriſt's Death, in the appointed 
Memorials thereof: But ſinks down the whole 
of the Ordinance into a bare Remembrance, as 
of an abſent Friend; not proving it but taking 
it all along for granted, that our Saviour's 
Words, do this, TET0 FOlEITs, ſignify, Zai 
Bread and drink Vine; and that, in Remem- 
brance of me, «is Tiv {pv dveurner, fignifies 
no more than a bare calling to mind, a mere 
bringing the thing into our own Memories : 
As if the whole of our Lord's Command and 
Commiſſion, Do this in Remembrance of me, 
was no more than, Eat Bread and drink Wine, 
zo put yourſelves in mind of me. The Queſtion 
therefore is, whether our Lord deſign'd this 
Inſtitution, as a Rite only to put ourſelves in 


mind of him, or as a Rite to put God in mind of 


bim; whether it be to repreſent, and bring into 
Remembrance Chriſt's Death, to ourſelves alone, 


or 10 God principally and chizfly? This Gentle- 
man, as he ſuppofes, that our Lord bid his A- 


poſtles do no more, than break and eat Bread, 
and drin Wine, (Page 20.) ſo he maintains, 


that it is only to put ourſelves in mind of 


Chriſt's Death and Paſſion; and ſeems to en- 
deavour to make his Readers believe, thatour 
Church underſtands it ſo. On the other hand, 


the Catholic Doctrine maintains, that the 


Deſign of the Holy Euchariſt, as inſtituted by 
our Saviour, is to put God in mind of Chriſt's 


Death and Paſſion, to repreſent to him the 
Death and Paſſion of his dear Son, by preſent- 


ing to him the appointed Memorials of his Bo- 
dy and Blood, to the end, that for the Sake 
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of that Death and Paſſion, which is then re- 


preſented to him, and of which he is, in the 
manner Chriſt has appointed, put in mind, he 
may be propitious to us milerable Sinners, 
and confirm to us all the Benefits of the New 
Covenant. | | N 
This appears, whether we conſider the 
Words of Inſtitution, the Reaſon and Nature 
of the thing itſelf, the Practice of Antiquity, 
or that of our own Church in particular, 
which this Author has very much, I know not 
whether willfully, miſrepreſented. 1. The 
Words of Inſtitution, Do this in Remembrance 
of me, When our Lord ſaid, 7570 or1e77e, do 
this, he either bid them offer this, or do as he 
had done; but he took Bread and Wine, and 
bleſſed them, by offering them to God as 
3 of his natural Body and Blood, with 


rayer for a divine ſpecial Bleſſing upon them, 
_ as I ſhall prove hereafter: In Remembrance 


of me, its Thy «y.iv dvduynor, for a Memorial of 
me, to repreſent my Death and Paſſion to 
God, and to put him in mind thereof, thereby 
pleading my Death and Paſſion before him, 


for the Application of the Benefits procured by 


it. The original Word «v«wrnors, is the very 


Action of putting another in mind, which in 


the preſent Caſe, is God, not ourſelves; for 
our Buſineſs here is with God, to make before 
him a Repreſentation of the grand Sacrifice, 
that he may be propitious to us for the Sake 
of it. The Character this Author is ſaid to 
bear, ſhould make it unneceſſary to tell him, 
that the original Word * 4r4prno;s, or Mema- 
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rial, (which he all along uſes in a very unſcrip- 
tural Senſe,) is the ſame Word, which is uſed 
in the Moſaic Law, for that Part of the Offer- 
ing, wherewith the Atonement was made, 
When therefore our Lord, yielding up him- 
ſelf a Sacrifice for us, did ſay Do this (which is 
a ſacrificial Term) for a Memorial of me, 
(which is another ſacrificial Lerm) it is mani- 
feſtly plain, that he did deſign this Inſtitution 
for a perpetual Repreſentation of this Sacrifice 
to God, unleſs we will depart from the plain, 
natural, accuſtomed Senſe of the Expreſſion 
in the Old Teſtament; for to God were all 
the Memorials under the Law offer'd, and by 
them the Oblation itſelf was render*d benefi- 
cial to the Offerers; and unleſs we will ſup- 
poſe, that our Lord, in ordaining an Inſtitu- 
tion, ſhould uſe 7wo, known, ſacrificial Terms, 
and yet not intend a Sacrifice. | 

But to put this Matter beyond doubt, let 
us conſider more particularly, what it was our 
Lord did, and what it was that he command- 


ed his Apoſtles to do. Now I ſay, that our 


Lord then gave or offered to God Bread and 
Wine, as Pledges of his natural Body and 
Blood, and commanded his Apoſtles to give 
or offer to God Bread and Wine, as Figures 
of his Body and Blood, to bring the grand 
Sacrifice into Remembrance before God. 
Our Lord ſays, This is my Body given for you, 
This is my Blood ſhed, *:2,vv4/zr0, poured out for 
you, He ſpeaks in the preſent Tenſe, 4d- 
luerer £;vv6uerer, what he gave to his Diſciples, 
that he firſt gave for them: for of that which 
he gave fo them, he ſaid, This is my Body gi- 
ven for vo, This is my Blood poured but for you. 


His 


4a Pe OY no cont RN ds 


Fig}: - 


His giving it 4 them, and his giving it for 


them, are two things perfectly diſtinct; and 


therefore when he ſays, This 1s my Body given 
for you, he plainly means given, or offered to 
God for you; and by. conſequence he did then 
give or offer to God the Bread and Wine, as 


Pledges of his Body and Blood. 


Again, what is that, of which our Lord 
ſaith, This is my Body given for you ? Every Pro- 
teſtant, except our Author, will anſwer, It 
was conſecrated Bread, the Bread which he had 
bleſſed, and he himſelf will allow, it was Bread 
broken, | Page 19.] tho* not [ Page 13.} bleſſed, 
in our Senſe of bleſing it. Well then, if our 
Lord called the Bread, which he had b/z/e4 or 
conſecrated, his Body given for them; it is plain, 
that he gave or offered it, as his Body, to God; 


for what he called his Body, that he gave 10 


God for them: This is my Body given for you. 
Our Saviour therefore does, as plainly as can 
be, declare, that he gave or offered himſelf, 
his natural Body and Blood to God, for 
them, under the Pledges of Bread and 
Wine. 31 

Again, when our Lord fays, This is my Bo- 
dy given for you, this is my Blood poured out for 
you ; if you ſay he means, This is the Figure of 
my Body, or this repreſents my Body, given for 
you ; this is the Figure of my Blood, or this re- 
preſents my Blood poured out for you; why even 
thus it appears, that he gave or offered to God 
the Bread and Wine, as Pledges of his natural 
Body and Blood : for ſpeaking 1n the preſent 
Tenſe, is given, is now given; is poured out, 
04 poured out; it plainly appears that he did 
then, ſome how or other, give or offer his 
| „ | Body 
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Body and Blood to God: And beſides, if the 
Bread and Wine were Figures and Repreſenta- 
tions of Chriſt's Body given, and of his Blood 
ſhed, there muſt be ſomething, wherein they 
do agree, that there may be a Foundation for 
calling them, his Body and Blood given for them : 
But now wherein do they agree? How are the 
Bread and Wine like to Chriſt's Body and 
Blood, except in that they are both Sacrifices 
or Oblations to God? Chriſt's Body was an 
Oblation given, or offered, to God; Chriſt's 
Blood was an Oblation given, or offered to 
God: and therefore Bread and Wine muſt 
be an Oblation offered to God, that this 
Figurative Speech may be true, This is 
my Body given for you, this is my Blood ſhed 


for yon. Tho' indeed it is plain, that our 


Lord's Deſign was not to ſay, This is the Fi. 
gure of my Body, which (Figure) is now given for 
you; becauſe he did intend to give, or offer 
to God ſomething more, than the bare Figyre 
of it; which appears, in that he ſaith plainly 


and ſimply, This is my Body now given for you: 


Which whoſoever ſhall duly conſider, will find, 
that he did not mean barely, that he gave his 
natural Body to God, tho? he did fo, or that 
he barely gave or offered to God the Figure 
of his Body for them ; but that hegave or offer- 
ed to God the Bread and Wine, as Pledges 
of his natural Body and Blood, or that he 
then gave of offered to God, his natural Body 
and Blood, under the Pledges of Bread and 
Wine. And this furniſhes us with a plain, 
and the true Reaſon, why our Lord called the 
Bread and Wine his Body and Blood, viz. Be- 
cauſe 


1 15 1 


cauſe he offered them, as Pledges of his natu- T 


ral Body and Blood, to his divine Father 
becauſe in giving or offering the Bread and Wine 
to God, he did in his own Intention offer and 
reſign up his Body and Blood, as a Sacrifice for 
the Sins of Men. | 


Well then, if our Lord did give, or offer to 


God Bread and Wine, as Pledges of his natu- 
ral Body and Blood, it is plain that he com- 
manded his Apoſtles to do ſomething more, 
than barely to break and eat Bread (as our Au- 
thor's low Notion runs Page 20.) I ſuppoſe he 
will not deny, that Chriſt commanded (and I 
add, commiſ/ion*d) his Apoſtles to do as he had 
done. But he offered Bread and Wine to God, 
as Pledges of his natural Body and Blood, (as 
we have now proved) with Prayers for a divine 
ſpecial Bleſſing (as I ſhall prove preſently) of 
the Life-giving Spirit to attend them: this 
they were to do, this Repreſentative Oblation, 
or Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body and Blood they 
were to make in Remembrance of him, or for a 
Memorial of him, i. e. (as T have already ſnew'd) 


to bring the Grand Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body 


and Blood into Remembrance before God, 
that he may ſee it, and behold it in the appoint- 
ed Memorials thereof, and for the ſake of it be 
propitious to us, in the Pardon of our Sins, 
and in confirming to us all other Benefits of 
the New Covenant, procured by the Grand 


Sacrifice, then commemorated and repreſent- 


ed to be before him. 


adh. This will farther appear from the Rea- 
fon and Nature of the thing itſelf. All Sorts 


of People who call themſelves Chriftians, ex- 


cept 
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cept the Quakers, do hold the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper to be a Religious Duty; and 
if it be a religious Duty, it muſt be performed 
10 and before God, as all other religious Duties 
are; and conſequently the Commemoration 
and Repreſentation of our Lord's Death and 
Paſſion, made in this Ordinance, muſt be 
made to and before God, otherwiſe it has not 
the Nature of a religious Duty. If therefore 
we will allow, that this Ordinance is a religi- 
ous Duty, it is apparently manifeſt, that when 
our Lord commanded and commiſſioned his 
Apoſtles; and in them their Succeſſors and 
Subſtitutes; o make a Memorial of bim, he 
commanded and commiſſioned them to make 
the Memorial 20 God: And when St. Paul ſays 
we do ſhew forth the Lord's Death*, if his Ordi- 
nance be a religious Duty, he muſt be under- 
ſtood to mean, "that we ſhew forth the Lord's 
Death 0 God, by repreſenting to him the 
Death and Paſſion of his dear Son, in the ap- 
pointed Memorials thereof. They therefore, 
who ſay this Repreſentation is not made to 
God, but to Man, do indeed make this Or- 
dinance to be no religious Duty; nay, they do in 
ſome Senſe ſet up themſelves as Idols, as if the 
Memorial of Chriſt's Prieſthood and Death 
was made 10 and before them. \ 


3dly. The Practice of Antiquity makes it 
plain, that the primitive Church, in the firſt 
and pureſt Ages, did underſtand this Holy 
Rite, as deſign'd to render God propitious to us, 
by repreſenting to him the Merits of our Saviour 8 


* See Dent. xxvi, 3 Where the ſame Word is us d 


Sufferings 


[no] 


Suffering. The Fathers frequently ſpeak of | 


making a Memorial before God of the grand Sa- 
crifice : But not to mention ar preſent, what 
they have ſaid concerning this Matter, the 
Point in hand will clearly appear from the ex- 
preſs Words of all the antient Liturgies. In 


that of St Clement, ſpeaking to God, Ve com- 


memorate his (viz. Chriſt's) Death "and Paſ- 


| fron, &c.— do offer to thee our King and our God, 


this Bread and this Cup according do his Inftitu- 
tion, beſeeching thee to look graciouſly on theſe our 
Gifts, laid in thy Preſence. In that of Feruſa- 
lem, called St. James's, We offer to thee this tre- 
mendous and unbloody Sacrifice. In ſeveral o- 
thers, We offer this myſtical and unbloody Sacri- 
ice. In all of them we find Tegopieouer, We. 


offer. Now does it not appear plain from 


hence, that they thought the Memorial, 


God? Is it not manifeſt, "that they made the 


Repreſentation of Chriſt's Death and Paſſion 


to God, by offering to him the appointed Repre- 
ſentation of his Son's Body and Blood, in order 


to render him propitious to Man, and to 


plead the Merits of . to the F orgivenels of 
our Sins. 


which Chriſt commanded, was to be made to 


4h l hes this: likewifo che: Shah and 


Practice of our own Church, how much ſoe- 
ver this Author may have endeavoured to diſ- 
guiſe, or miſrepreſent it? According to the 
Senſe and Practice of our Church, 4 Repre- 


ſentation of Cbriſt's Death and Paſſi on is made to 


God, and therefore this Ordinance (according 
to the Senſe and Practice of our Church) is not 
a bare Calling to mind, a bare Refreſhment of 

D „„ 


| "TT 


our own Memories; but it is a folemn Appli- 


cation to God for Pardon and Grace, and all 


other Benefits of Chriſt's Paſſion, by repre- 
ſenting to him the Death and Paſſion of his 
dear Son. In the moſt ſolemn Prayer of Con- 
ſecration, the Prieſt applies to God for the 
Benefits of Chriſt's Death and Paſſion, by re- 
minding him, and repreſenting to him, what 
Chriſt did, and commanded to be done. He 
ſays to God, Grant, that we receiving theſe thy 
Creatures, He calls them God's Creatures in a 


more eſpecial Manner, as being preſented, - 


dedicated, or offered to him in Memory of 
Chriſt. Then he makes before God, a Re- 
preſentation of the Sacrifice of Chriſt : He takes 
the Elements, and holds them to and before God, 
breaking the Bread, to make a Memorial to 
God of Chriſt's Body, torn with Nails upon 
the Croſs, and pours out the Wine, and takes 
it up, as a Memorial of Chriſt's Blood ſhed 
for us; laying his Hands upon both, to ſig- 
nify, that bn him were laid the Sins of the 
World, as having undertaken them in the 
Covenant of Grace. 'Now can it bear any 
Queſtion, whether the Sacrifice of Chriſt's 
Death is here repreſented 10 God, or whether 
only to the People? The Prayer of Conſecra- 


tion is addreſſed to God from the Beginning 


to the End, and the Words of Inſtitution are by 
our Church made Part of that Prayer,and there- 
fore are evidently directed to God, as well as 


the reſt of that Prayer. The Prieſt ſpeaks 10 


God, When he fays, Who in the ſame Night, &c. 


It is evident therefore, that all he ſays and 


does, is directed to God ; the Repreſentation 


which he makes of the Sacrifice of Chriſt; 1s 
3 | £ made 
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mae God. And to what End doth the 


Prieſt repreſent to God the Sacrifice of Chriſt, 
hut in order to procure from God, the Ef- 


fects and Purchaſe of that Sacrifice? as ap- 
pears from the Prayer immediately before 
that of Conſecration, that our ſinful Bodies may 


be made clean, &c, and from the Prayer after- 
wards, moſt humbly beſeeching ibee to grant, that 
by the Merits and Death of thy Son, (which he 
had juſt before repreſented to God) we and all 


thy whole Church may obtain Remiſſion of Sins, 


and all other Benefits of his Paſſion. 

This Author's Notion therefore has no 
Foundation, either in the Words of Inſtitu- 
tion, or in the Reaſon and Nature of the thing, 
or in the Practice of Antiquity, or of our own 
Church, all which do on the contrary conſpire 


in this, viz, That the Lord's Supper is a Memo- 


rial and Repreſentation made to God, of the Sacri- 
fice which Chriſt once offered; wherein we ſet be- 


fore God the Bread and Wine, as Figures or 
Images of the precious Blood of Chriſt, ſhed for us, 


and of his precious Body; to put God, by theſe 
memorial Oblations, in mind of him, and to beſeech 
God thereby to be merciful to his Church and 
People, and to be mindful of the Covenant of 
Grace eftabliſhed on the Prieſthood, and Sacrifice of 


Jeſus Chriſt. ; 


Poſlibly our Author may make light of all 


this, and think it ſufficient to ſay, that God 
can never forget the Sacrifice of Chriſt, and 
therefore has no need to be put in mind of it. 
But this carries no Weight with it; for God 


knows our Wants. before we pray unto him, 


and has no need that we ſhould tell him of 
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20 
them, yet he commands and expects our 
Raayers. The Memorial of our Lord's Death 
and Paſſion is made to God, not barely to re- 
freſh the divine Memory, as if he could for- 
get; but it is the Chriſtian Rite of Worſhip 
and Supplication, the inſtituted Claim, and 
pleading of the Covenant of Grace. And it 
becomes all Perſons to remember, that God 
will be worſhipped after his own appointed Man- 
ner, not according to our Fancies; and that 

if we would effectually plead the Covenant of 
Grace, we muſt do it in the Manner, and by 
the' Means, which the Author of that Cove- 
nant has inſtituted. f | 

But this Notion of the Lord's Supper, as a 
Repreſentation made to God, of the grand 
Sacrifice of Chriſt, in the appointed Memo- 
rials of his Body and Blood, he is pleas'd to call 
a Stage-play, [Page 55.) Certainly this kind of + 
Language 1s altogether unbecoming the Cha- 
- racter, he is ſaid to bear; and how little Rea- 
ſon he has to uſe it, will yet farther appear, 

= upon examining the Explication he is pleas'd 

| ö to give us of thoſe Texts of the New Teſta- 

Lil > ment, from whence alone, he pretends to draw 

$ 1 his whole Doctrine of this Inſtitution. And 

1 =” this is the Second thing I propos'd to do, viz. 

to examine his. Explications of Scripture, on 

which his Hypotheſis is grounded. 


The Paſſages which he firſt comments upon 
are, Math, xxvi. 26. &c, Mark xiv, 22. c. 
| Luke xxii. 19. &c. 1 Cor. xi. 23. Cc. He be- | 
gins with complaining of our Tranſlation, for 
rendering the Words of St Mathew, He took 
Bread and bleſſed it, and ſays, the Word, ii. 5 
„ © 
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is added, without any thing in the Original to 


anſwer it, or require it, and that it ſhould: be 
truly expreſſed thus, Jeſus having taken Bread, 


and baving bleſſed God, he brake it, &c. The Sum 


of what he offers [in Page 12, 13.] in Vindica- 
tion of thisRendition, is this, viz. ©* St Luke 
« and St Paul, after ſpeaking of our Savi- - 


66 inſtead of cvAoYNoas, add, UT X EUS ng, 
« (which our Tranſlation indeed, [ tho* im- 
« properly] renders, having given Thanks.) 
« This later Word, he aſſerts, can ſignify 


« our's having taken Bread into his Hands, 


„nothing, but baving given Thanks to God: 
c from hence he concludes, that the former muſt 


<« ſignify nothing elſe, and: by Conſequence 
<< the rendering of St Matthew and gt. Mark 


„ muſt be, having bleſſed God, in the Senfe of 


T giving Thanks and, Praiſe to him.” He 


farther argues, that St Matthew and St 


«« Mark themſelves direct us thus to interpret 
ce their own Word relating to the Bread, by 
ce their uſing the Word #vxaeo4s, when they 
« ſpeak of the Cup, the very ſame Word 
« which St Luke and St. Paul uſe of the 


„ Bread: from whence he concludes, *<* that 
„„ nothing but giving Thanks and Praiſe.to God, 


« was implied in the Word Ble/ing,” uſed of 


the Bread, by St Matthew and. St Mark. 


„ Becauſe, ſays he, no one will ſay, that 
e blefling the Bread, in any Senſe, different 
& from giving Thanks to God over it, was an 
< more needful or agreeable to our Saviour's 
« Deſign, than doing the ſame to the Cup.“ 


In all which he begs the Queſtion, by ta- 
king it for granted, without Proof, that 


due xaeisicas can ſignif/y nothing, but having 
mo | gwen 
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HE —- | 
given Thanks to God, the contrary to which is 
evident, viz, that ivxzeriw ſignifies the ſame 
as ivaoyew, which ſignifies to procure by Prayer 
a divine ſpecial Bleſſing upon any Creature. The 
Miracle of the five Loaves and the two ſmall 
Fiſhes, is recorded by all the four Evange- 
|! | liſts. Sr Matthew xiv. 19, and St Mark vi. 
i BM 41. uſe the Word «wx%yne, be bleſſed, viz. the 9 

| 

[ 


1 | Loaves and the Fiſhes: St Luke ix. 16. 
1 uſes the ſame Word, and what is par- 
ticularly to be obſerved, he expreſsly ſays, He 
bleſſed tbem, *vaiynoew av]is, he bleſſed them, | 
_ wiz, the five Loaves and the two ſmall Fiſhes. | 
What, did he give Thanks to the Loa ves and 
the Fiſhes? No! ſure. But he bleſſed them, | 
that is, he did by Prayer obtain the divine 
Power to deſcend upon them. It is evident Ro 
"1 | therefore, that *va»yis ſignifies, 10 procure by rol 
ul Prayer, a divine ſpecial Bleſſing upon a thing. | 
1 And that *vxaests ſignifies the ſame, is plain 
from St John's Words, Chap. vi. 11. wxau- ] 
cages did, Now it is plain, that St John 8 
by i, ae, means the very ſame, as St / 
{ 


Maithew and St Mark by evAbynoe, and St 
Luke by iuxiynoer avis, He bleſſed them, viz. 
the Loaves and the Fiſhes. Ir is falſe there- 
fore, that *vxa&cnoes can ſignify nothing but 
having given Thanks to God ; ſince St Jobn un- 
deniably uſes it of the Loaves for bleſſing them, 
n i. e. for procuring by Prayer, a divine ſpecial 
Fi Bleſſing upon them. Since therefore St Mat- | 
1 them and St Mark, in the Hiſtory of Inſtitu- „ 
| i 1 tion, ſpeaking of what our Lord did, when he | 
34 { 
| 


Uh had taken the Bread, uſea Word, which both 
_ themſelves and St Lukedo elſewhere undeniably 
_ vuſc for procuring by Prayer à divine ſpecial 
4:88 | | Blaſſing 


* * 
Pha 


3 
Bleſſing, and ſpeaking of what our Lord did, 
when he had taken the Cup, uſe a Word, 


which St John evidently uſes in the very ſame 


Senſe; it is plain that St Luke's and St Paul's 
wxaulicas, is the very ſame as St Matthew's 
and St Mark's waoyioas, They both ſignify 
one and the fame Thing, namely, having bleſ- 


ſed, in the Senſe of procuring by Prayer, a di- 
vine Bleſſing; which Bleſſing muſt terminate on 
what our Saviour took, viz. the Bread and the 
Cup; and therefore our Tranſlation 1s right, 


he took Bread and bleſſed it, i. e. he procured by 


Prayer a divine Bleſſing upon it. And the 
ſame may be rendered concerning the Cup. 
viz. he bleſſed it; and thus in due Propriety it 


ought to be render'd; for that e,, 
when us'd of the Cup, ſignifies the ſame, as 
when it is uſed of the Bread, is evident from 
what has been ſaid,” and that in both Caſes, it 
is uſed for bleſſing the Bread and Wine, in 
the Senſe of procuring by Prayer a divine 
Bleſſing upon them, is farther confirm'd from 
St Paul's Saying, 1 Cor. x. 16. the Cup of Bleſ- 
fing which [Cup] we bleſs: For every one mult 
allow, that bleſſing the Cup (in the Senſe we 
have proved he did bleſs it) was not more ne- 
ceſſary to our Saviour's Deſign, than bleſſing 
the Bread in the ſame Senſe. | 

He goes on, Page 19, to give us a Para- 
phraſe of the Hiſtory of Inſtitution, wherein 
he very notably explains away the Life and 
Senſe of our Saviour's Words. The Senſe, 
ſays he, (of take, eat, this is my Body, given 
for you; do ibis in Remembrance of me; this is 
my Blood, ſhed for you) may be thus expreſ- 
ſed; “ Take and eat this Bread now broken ; 
: I OE „ which 
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6c 8 I call my Body at this time conſider- 


« ed by me, as actually given, broken, and 


«« deprived of Life for your good; tho” not 
yet done, as you certainly know, who now 
„ ſee me. But I now give you this Bread, 

and call it my Body, in order to ſhew you 
«* that you are to take and eat Bread in this 
« manner, after my Death ; and to introduce 
c my Command to you, 10 do this, to break 
<6 and eat Bread in Remembrance of me, 
c and of my Body broken, after it ſhall be 
« broken, and after I ſhall be removed from 
« you. In like manner, drink ye all of this 
« Cup, i. e. the Wine in it, which I now call 
<< my Blood, tho? I have not yet ſhed it, in 
c order to ſhew you, that you are to drink of 


« Wine, in this Manner, in Remembrance of 


4 my Blood, Sc.“ 

There is not a Sentence in this cold lifeleſs 
Comment, but what is juſtly to be rejected. 
In the firſt Place, he makes our Saviour give 
to his Apoſtles nothing but mere Bread broken: 
But we have proved, that our Lord bleed 
the Bread, and ſaid of it, This is my Body gi- 
ven for you, before he gave it to them; and 
therefore what he gave to them, was not mere 
. Bread broken; but Bread firſt bleed, and then 
broken, i. e. what he gave to them was Bread 
and Wine, which he had firſt given or offered 
to God for them, as Pledges of his natural 
Body and Blood, with Prayer for a divine 
Bleſſing upon chem, vix. the Bread and Wine 
offer'd to God, as Pledges of his Body and 


Blood. . In the next Place, he makes our Sa- | 


viour call the Bread, his Body, merely becauſe 


they were MAE his Death to eat Bread, in Re- 


membrance 


bleſſed the Bread and "ada and then gave it 


| F 
membrance of him; and the Vine, his Blood, 
merely becauſe after his Death, they were to 
drink Wine in Remembrance of his Blood; 
But if this be all the Reaſon why our Lord, in 
the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, called the 
Bread and the Vine, his Body and Blood, mere- 
ly becauſe his Followers were, after his Death, 
to eat Bread and drink Wine in Remembrance 
of him 3 our Lord might, for any Reaſon this 
Author can give to the contrary, as well have 
called the Leaves, on which the Hiſtory of 
his Paſſion is wrote, his Body and Blood; for 
I ſuppoſe, he will not deny, that a' good 
Chriſtian is obliged to read the Hiſtory of 
Chriſt's Paſſion in Remembrance of him, as 


well as to eat Bread and drink Wine in Re- 


membrance of him. But we have already pro- 


ved, that the Reaſon, why our Lord called 


the Bread, his Body, and the Wine, his Blood, 


was, becauſe he offered them to God, as 


Pledges of his Body and Blood, with Prayer 
for a divine ſpecial Bleſſing upon them... 
In the next Place, he makes the Command 
(and I add Commiſſion) given by our Lord te 
his Apoſtles, in theſe Words, Do this in Re- 
membrance of me, to mean no more than, 
Break and eat Bread in Remembrance of me. 
But ſurely no Man that reads the Hiſtory with 


any Degree of Attention, but muſt ſee, that 


our Lord commanded his Apoſtles 70 do, what 
he had done, in Remembrance of him, or for 
a Memorial of bim: But we have proved, that 
he offered Bread and Wine to God, as Pledges 
of his Body and Blood, with Prayers for a di- 
vine ſpecial Bleſſing upon them, i. e. he firſt 
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be eaten and drunk. 


„ 

to them to be eaten and drunk, as his Body 
and Blood ; therefore they allo were to take 
Bread and Wine, and bleſs them, i. e. offer 


them to God, as Figures of Chriſt's Body and 


Blood, with Prayers for a divine Bleſling of 
the holy Spirit upon them, and then to give 
the holy Symbols, thus bleſſed, to others, to 

And here I cannot paſs by his excellent Com- 
ment on 1 Cor. xi. 23. Do ibis, as often as ye 
arink it, in Remembrance of me, i. e. according 


to him, Page 21, As often as ye ſhall meet to 


arink Wine profeſſedly for this Purpoſe, take care 
that ye always do it, not as drinking at a common 
Meal, but in à religious Remembrance of me; 
that is in plain Terms, as often as ye ſhall 
meet together to drink Wine in Remembrance 
of me, take care that ye drink it in Remem- 
brance of me. But ſurely he cannot be 1gno- 
rant that 787 97s, ſignifies neither, drink 


_ this, nor meet together to drink this, a never 


ſignifies to drink, but either to make, or to 
offer. Now I ſuppoſe, no one will imagine, 
that our Saviour could ſay, Make this, (the 


Wine) as often as ye drink it, in Remembrance of 


me: And therefore I ſay the plain Engliſb of 


T#]o ene, both in Luke xxii. 19. and here 


in 1 Cor. xi. 23. is, Offer this, (viz. the Cup) 
as often as ye drink it, in Remembrance of me. 
And that oo ſignifies to offer, and is ſo uſed 
both by the Sepruagint, and in the New Teſ- 
tament, as well as by the Claſſics, he knows, 
has been proved beyond Condradiction ; 
Hickes's Chriſtian Prieſthood, Vol. I. Page 58. &c. 


where the ſame is proved from Clement, Juſtin 
Martyr, Chryſoſtom, &c. Blackwall's Sacred 


Claſſics, 


— 


1 — 
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Claſſics, Vol. I. Page 33. But whether he will 


allow d @047];, to be literally, fer this, 


or not; yet if he will allow, (and ſurely he 


cannot deny it) that our Lord commanded his 
Apoſtles to do, as he had done, in Remem- 
brance of him, or for a Memorial of bim, it 
comes to the ſame; for (as we have alread: 

proved) our Lord offered Bread and Wine to 
God, as Pledges of his Body and Blood, with 
Prayer, TT. therefore I ſay, when our Lord 
ſays of the Bread, (according to our Engliſb 


Tranſlation) Do this in Remembrance of me, tis 


as much as to ſay, Do this to the Bread, that 1 
have done to it, i. e. offer it to God, wich 
Prayer for a divine Bleſſing upon it, for the 
Memorial of me: And when he ſays of the Cup 


(according to our Engliſh Tranſlation) Do this 


as oft as ye drink it, in Remembrance of me ; it is 
as much as to ſay, Do this to the Cup, that 1 
have done to it, i. e. offer it to God, with 
Prayer for a divine Bleſſing upon it, as often 
as ye drink ir, for a Memorial of me. 8 

By what has hitherto been ſaid, I hope it 
appears ſufficiently plain, from the Hiſtory of 
Inſtitution, that our Lord in inſtituting the 


Euchariſt, did intend a Repreſentative Sacri- 


fice of his Body and Blood, under the Symbols 
of Bread and Wine, to be offer'd to God, for 
a perpetual Memorial of him, i. e. to bring 
the Grand Sacrifice, from time to time into 
Remembrance before God, that he may ſee 
it and behold it, in the appointed Memorials 
thereof, and remember it for our Good: And 
that all Antiquity underſtood it ſo, is too no- 
torious to be denied. | | = 

1 E 2 | I proceed 


/ 
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J proceed to conſider the next Paſſage, that 
our Author comments upon, viz. 1 Cor. x. 16, 
—22. The Aſſertors of the Repreſentative 
Sacrifice in the Euchariſt, alledge this Paſ- 
ſage; as that, wherein the Apoltle ſpeaks of 
the Communion, as a Sacrifice, or a Feaſt of 
Bread and Wine, offered to God, as the Re- 
preſentatives of his Son's Body and Blood. 
The Sum of what they alledge in Proof of this 
is to this Purpoſe, viz. The Apoſtle ver. 14. 
bids the Chriſtians flee from Idolatry, by which 
(fee ver. 7,) he means, Eating things offered 10 
1dvts, The Argument, which he urges a- 
gainſt Chriſtians eating Meats offered to Idols, 
is this, vig. that the eating of any thing offer- 
ed to any reputed God, is in it's own Nature, 
and in common Conſtruction, an Act of Com- 
munion, a holding #ellow/hip with that God; 
therefore Chriſtians could not, conſiſtently 
with their Religion, eat of what was offered 
to Idols (which was to have Þellowſhip with 
Devils ver. 20.) they could not drink the Cup of 
the Lord, and the Cup of Devils, they could not 
be Partakers of the Lord's Table, and of the Ta- 
ble of Devils, i. e. they could not hold Com- 
munion, or Fellowſhip with both. The Apol- 
tle takes it for granted, that by eating of what 
was ſacrificed, or offered to Idols, Men did 
communicate or hold Fellowſhip with Devils; 
(tee ver. 20,) therefore when he ſaith, ye can- 
wot drink the Cup of the Lord, and the Cup of 
Devils, as by drinking the Cup of Devils, he 
plainly means: holding Fellowſhip, or Commu- 
nion, with Devils, by means of drinking what 
had been offered in Honour to them, fo by 


Conſequence, by drinking the Cup of the Lord, 


hg 


e i 
he muſt mean, holding Fellozwhip or Commu- . = 
nion with the true God, by drinking what had FT 
been offered in Honour to him; otherwiſe 1 
the Argument fails, and the Parallel is loſt. 1 1 
The Point, which the Apoſtle inſiſts upon, 1 
is, that they could not, conſiſtently, with their 1 
Religion, hold Fellouſbip, or Communion BY! 
with falſe Gods, and with the fru God: But . 
the Way of holding Fellouſbip, or Communion 1 
with falſe Gods, or Devils, (compare ver. 20, 188; 
21.) is by eating and drinking things offered "uy 
to them; therefore the Way of holding Fel- 1 
lowſhip, or Communion with the rue God, is 48 
by eating and drinking things offered to him. +4488 
And that the Ob/ation of Bread and Wine is 198 
implied in the Parallel, which the Apoſtle Wo 
draws between the Lord's Supper, and the Wh 
Sacrifices of the Gentiles, is fully made appear . 
in Hickes's Chriſtian Prieſthood, from Page 80, by. | 
to 92, and Jobnſon's Unbloody Sacrifice, Vol. I. e 
Page 96, and Vol. II. Page 11, to which ex- 01 
cellent Books I refer the Curious Reader. 1 
Well, but what ſays our Author to this? 1 
Why he gives us a long tedious Comment of Wy | 
his own, for 6 Pages, wherein longa verborum 1 | 
ambage, he has explained away the Life and 1 
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Soul of the Apoſtles Diſcourſe, and when he 
has turn'd it topſy-turvy, backwards and for- 
wards, and all Ways, for ſeveral Leaves, he 
can at laſt make na more of the Apaſtle's Ar- | 
gument than this, vis. Page 47. You 1 
++ Chriſtians eat Bread and drink Wine, in à reli- 1 
% gious Remembrance of Chriſt your Maſter, and =_ 
6 therefore ought not to do the like Acts in a ſup- 1 
„ pos'd Honour to the Idols of the Heatben, © 9 1 
ae | wy whoſe 1 1 
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[1395]: 
« whoſe Worſhip he came to deſtroy, This, ſays 
„% he, is the Argument, and the Guilt of ſuch a 
Behaviour is the whole Ground of it.“ But 
by the way we muſt take this along with us ; 


that what was eaten in Honour to the Idols, 


was firſt offered in Honour to them; and 


therefore I ſay, to make the Parallel and the 


Argument good, what was eaten by the Chriſ- 
tians in the Euchariſt in Honour to the true 
God, was firſt offer'd in Honour to him. And 
whoever will be at the Trouble to read our 


Author's long Paraphraſe, will find it mighti- 


ly defective, without this Suppoſition, viz. 
that what Chriſtians eat and drank in Remem- 
brance of Chriſt, was firſt offered to the true 
. God, as what the Heathens eat in Honour to 
their falſe Gods, had been firſt offered to 
them. 0 

All that our Author can make of tbe Cup of 
Bleſſing - which e bleſs, is it not the Communion 
of the Blood of Chriſt ? the Bread which we break, 
is it not the Communion of the. Body of Chriſt? 
I fay, all that he can make of this; is this, viz. 
„When we Chriſtians in our religious Aſſem- 
« blies, partake in common of the Gup of 
«© Bleſſing, or the Thank/-giving Cup, the Cup, 
«© over which we ſpeak good Words of Praiſe 


« and Thankſ-giving to God; do we partake 


« of this, as drinking Vine provided for an 
„ ordinary Entertainment? No certainly; 
& but as Wine appointed to be a Memorial 


% of the Blood of Chriſt, ſhed for us. Is it 
«© not therefore in it's plain Deſign, the Joint- 


% partaking (or Communion) of that which 
brings to Remembrance, and in his Inſti- 
5+ tution is called his Blood? When in the 
| fame 


% awd ms nie. am. a. 
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40 e Solemnity we break and eat Bread, is 


« not this the Foint-pariaking (or Communion) 
c of that which is appointed for the Remem- 
« -brance of his Body, and is therefore by him 
« called his Body? ” tx; 

Where in the firſt Place he makes, the Cup. 


of Bleſſing, 5 be, which (Cup) we bleſs, to 


be no more, than the Cup over which we ſpeak 
good Words of Praiſe and Thankſgiving to God. 


But I deſire it may be remembred, what I 


have already proved, that «vaoyzo ſignifies. 


to procure by Prayer a divine ſpecial © Bleſſing : 
This Bleſſing terminates on the Cup, i. e. the 
Wine in it; for the Verb is uſed tranſitively, 
2 evaoy3puer, Which Cup we bleſs. But if he 
will have +*uaoyi@ here to ſignify, 10 give 
Thanks, it cannot be 10 God, but zo the Cup 
for 5 (which) is the Accuſative Caſe govern'd 
of *vaoyiuer, (we bleſs) and therefore accord- 
ing to him it ſhould be rendered thus, vix. 
the Cup of Thankſgiving, to which Cup we give 


Praiſe and Thanks, What, give Thanks to the 


Cup? No, ſure! But give Thanks 1 God, 
and ble the Cup, by offering it to God with 
Prayer for a divine ſpecial Bleſſing. He is 
pleas'd to render it, over which we ſpeak good 
Words of Praiſe and Thankſgiving to God : But 
9 £vAoy24ucr. can never be ſo render'd, as e- 


very one, that is not altogether ignorant of 


the Greek Tongue, can teſtify ; for the Verb 
evaoyZuser refers not to God, but to the 
Cup, which (Cup) we bleſs: And this muſt be 
either, which Cup we bleſs by Prayer for a divine 
ſpecial Bleſſing upon it; or, which Cup we bleſs 
in the Senſe of giving Thanks and. Praiſe to it. 


This latter Conſtruction is ſtrangely incon- 
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gruous, therefore the former is good. He 


lays indeed in his Note, that Chry/oftom and 
Theophylact interpret the Words in the Manner 


that himſelf does. As to St Chry/oftom's. 
Words, they are not to be taken in the Senſe 
our Author puts upon them; for whoever will 
read St Chryſaſtom's Liturgy, and the Quota- 
tions from him in the Appendix of Jobnſon's 


Unbloody Sacrifice, will ſoon find that Sr Chry- 


ſoſtom had a quite different Notion of blz//ing 
the Cup, from what our Author has of it: Sc 
Chryſoftom believed the Bread and Wine in the 
Euchariſt to be /o bleſſed, as to become the Bo- 
dy and Blood of Chriſt, tho? not ſubſtantially, 
yet in Power and Effect, by being offered to 
God with Prayer for the Power of the“ Life- 
giving Spirit to reſt and attend upon them. 
And I make no Doubt but that Theophylact be- 
heved the ſame. And unleſs our Author can 
prove, that the Cup, over which they gave 
Thanks, was not bleſſed, in the Senſe I have 
given, he proves nothing. 

In the next Place, he makes, Is it not the 
Communion of the Blood of Chriſt ? and Is it not 
the Commumon of the Body of Chriſt? to mean no 
more, than a 7oint-partaking, in common 
60 with others, of that which is to be eaten and 
% drunk in Remembrance of Chriſt's Body 
« and Blood.” I pray you, Reader, to ob- 
ſerve, that the Word vo:rovie, which he ren- 
ders 'a Foint-partaking of any thing in common 
with others, refers not to as, who eat and 
drink, but to that which is eaten and drunk by 
us in the Holy Euchariſt. The Apoſtle faith, 
it is the Bread, which is the Communion of the 
Body of Chriſt, and the Wine, which is the 

Communion 


. r — bis 2 RE. 


| 5 
Communion of the Blood of Chriſt : The Cup f 
Bleſſing which we bleſs, is it not the Communion of 

the Blood of Chriſt ? the Bread which we break, 
is it not the Communion of the Body of Chriſt 2 


So that without all Doubt, it is the Bread and 


the Cup, which are here expreſsly determined 

to be the Communion of the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt: and this entirely deſtroys his Notion 
of a Foint-partaking, That we do in the Eu- 
chariſt jointly partake, in common with o- 


thers, of that Bread, which (Bread) is the 


Communion of Chriſt's Body, and of that Wine, 
which (Vine) is the Communion of Chriſt's 
Blood, I do allow: But to explain this Text, 
is not to tell us what we do in the Holy Com- 
munion, a but to ſhew us in what Senſe the 
Bread is the Communion of Chriſt's Body, and 


the Wine of his Blood. And I muſt beg leave 


to obſer ve to him, that the Primitive Church be- 


lie ved the Bread to be the Communion of Chriſt's 


Body, and the Hine the Communion of his Blood, 
by means of the enlivening Energy of the 
Life-giving Spirit attending it, and going 
with it, making it to be the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt in Power and Effect, to all Intents 
and Purpoſes, that the natural Body and Blood 
it ſelf could ſerve, were they actually preſent. 
And if they believ'd aright in this Point, (as 
I make no doubt but they did) then the eat- 
ing that Bread, which is the Communion of 
Chriſt's Body, and the drinking of that Wine, 


' Which is the Communion of Chriſt's Blood, 


muſt needs be moſt beneficial to all worthy 
Receivers, even the Means of our holding Fel- 
lowſhip with God, and of having the Grace of 
the divine Spiric Fomvey's to us: tho? this 0 

7 ; tnor 
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thor, pondere temporalium preſſus, can raiſe his 


Conceptions no higher, than to nere Bread 
and Wine, empty e void of Life and 


pirit. 


1 inſiſts much upon it, 400 labours hard 
to prove it, (Pages 40, 41, 42, 43, Cc.) that 


the Apoſtle in this Diſcourſe ſpeaks nothing of 


the Benefits of Chriſt's Death, or of the Lord's 

Supper. I anſwer, the Apoſtle i is moſt mani- 
feſtly to be underſtood, of holding Fellowſhip 
with the true God by means of the Euchariſt, 

as the Gentiles ſuppos'd themſelves to hold 
Fellowſhip with their Idols, (which were in- 
deed falſe Gods, even Devils) by means of 
the Sacrifices offer'd to them; otherwiſe his 
Parallel does not run even: And I ſuppoſe, 
he will allow, that there is, at leaſt, ſome Be- 
nefit in holding Fellowſhip with the true God. 

He ſays, Page 42, it quite alters the Intent 
of the Apoſtle to repreſent him, arguing thus: 
The Jeus partaking of the Sacrifices, par- 
te take of all the Benefits accruing to the Of- 
4 ferers themſelves: therefore it will be the 
& fame with you in the Heathen Feaſts.” 
Well, be it ſo: But J hope it will not alter 
the Intent of the Apoſtle, to repreſent him 
arguing thus, The Jes partaking of the 
my Sacrifices, do thereby hold Fellowſhip with 
the true God ; * therefore if you partake of 
the Sacrifices offered to falſe Gods i. e. to De- 
vils, you will hold Fellowſhip with them. 
And from hence a very good Argument may 


be form'd againſt their eating Meats offer'd to 


Idols, i. e. to Devils, viz. that they could not 
conſiſtently wich their Religion, hold 3 
” 


: „ 

ſhip with the true God, and with falſe Gods, 
becauſe it implies two contrary Covenants . 
But ſays he, Page 43, the Meaning of 27 can- 


not drink the Cup of the Lord, and the Cup of 


Devils; ye cannot be Partakers of the Lord's Ta- 
He, and of the Table of Devils, cannot poſſibly be, 
Ye cannot be Partakers of the Benefits of the Fr 
Table, and of the Benefits of the Tables of the 
Heathen, Deities, No, who ever ſaid, or ſup- 
pos'd it was? But 7o partake of the Table of De- 
vils, (compare ver. 20.) is to hold Fellowſhip with 
Devils; and therefore 10 partake of the Table of 
the Lord, or the true God, is to hold Fellow- 
ſhip with him: And therefore, I ſay, the A- 
poſtle's Argument is, that . hey could not hold 
Fellotuſbip with them (both): That would be 


inconſiſtent with their Religion; becauſe it 
would be binding themſelves under two con- 


trary Covenants. But, ſays he, No Bene- 
fit could be ſuppos'd by him (the Apoſtle) 10 ac- 
crue from theſe (the Sacrifices offered to Idols) 
even to the Heathen N themſelves.” 
Right, but the Heathen Worſhippers them- 
ſelves might, and did ſuppoſe ſome Benefit ac- 
cruing to themſelves, from the Sacrifices of- 
fered to their ſuppoſed Gods: And the A- 
poſtle is ſo far from ſuppoſing any Benefit ac- 
cruing to thoſe, that eat of the Sacrifices of- 
fered to theſe Idols, that he expreſsly ſays 

ver. 20, that by ſo doing they woul hold 

Fellowſhip with Devils. And I ask whether 
it was not much to the Apoſtle's Purpoſe, to 

ſhew them, not only the Inconſiſtency, or ra- 
ther Impoſſibility of holding Communion with 

the true God, and with falſe Gods, but alſo 

the great Sin and Danger of ſo doing, in that 
TFT 
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they would hold Fellowſhip with Devils, and 
ſo receive much Harm and Damage to their 
Souls? .. . He tells us, Page 43, that the 
« Apoſtle's whole Argument ſuppoſes an I- 
r dol to be a Nothing; and that the Ground 
« of the Apoſtle's forbidding the Chriſtians 
* to eat Meats offered to Idols, was, that it 
« would be turn'd to an ill Uſe by their Hea- 
e then Neighhours...” In anſwer to this I 
need only to obſerve (1) that the Apoſtle not 
only ſuppoſes, but expreſsly affirms, ver. 20, 
that the things which the Gentiles facrifice, 
they ſacrifice to Devils; and therefore he does 
not ſuppoſe an Idol to be @ mere Nothing : 
(2) The Apoſtle expreſsly ſays, that if they 
did drink of the Cup of Devils. or were Par- 
rakers of the Table of Devils, i. e. if they did 
eat of ſuch Meats as had been offered in Ho- 
hour to the Idols of the Gentiles, they would 
have Fellowſhip with Devils; and therefore he 
does not (diſſuade the Chriſtians from eating 
things offered to Idols, merely becauſe it would 
be turn'd to an ill Uſe by their Heathen 
Neighbours, but becauſe by eating and drink- 
ing ſuch Meats, they would hold Fellowſhip 
with Devils; they would put themſelves into 
Covenant with Devils, and be ont of Covenant 
with the true God; for that they could not 
communicate, or hold Fellowſhip with both. 


And now he comes to fight Tooth and 
Nail with the Aﬀerters of a Repreſentative 
Sacrifice in the Holy Euchatiſt, and thinks he 
has us ito Page 47; becauſe In 
& this Parallel, tho? the Apoſtle found Occa- 


” fion to ſpeak expreſsly of Offerings 5 8 


te ctifices made to Idols; and of the Altar in 
« the Fewiſh Temple; yet when he comes to 
e ſpeak of the Lord's Supper, he does not once 
<< repreſent the Bread and Wine, as things of- 
« fered, or ſacrificed upon an Altar, (which, 
« ſays he, he could not have avoided, had he 
ce had that Notion of them) but in the plaineſt 
&« Words, ſpeaks of the Cup of the Lord, and 
* the Table of the Lord, and not of any Al- 
«tar, or of any Offering of the Bread and 
&« Wine, or any Sacrifice made to God, as 
& upon an Altar. And this, he thinks will 
& be found a good Argument againſt the 
« things themſelves.” But all this is nothing 


but a petilio principii, a right down begging of 


the Queſtion, a taking of that for granted, 
which ought to be proved: For if a Sacrifice 
or Oblation of Bread and Wine be implied, in 
the Apoſtle's Parallel between the Euchariſt 
and the Gentile Feaſts, (and he has not proved 
the contrary) then the Table of the Lord is pro- 


perly the Altar of the Lord; for that, on which 


the Bread and Wine are offered, I ſuppoſe, 
he will not deny to be truly and properly called 
an Altar. But, ſays he, Page 48, Some 
& learned Men have objected, that in ſome 
« Places of the Old Teſtament, the Altar in 
& the Temple, acknowledged to be ſo, and 


„ almoſt always called ſo, is yet it ſelf called 


«© a Table, (he ſhould have ſaid tbe Table of 
b he Lord) and that therefore what St Paul 
ce calls here a Table, (he ſhould ha ve ſaid the 


Ye Lord's Table) may be an Altar, notwith- 


* ſtanding this lower Name beſtowꝰ'd upon it.” 
Well, and what has he to ſay to the Objection 
of theſe learned Men? . Why ſays he, 
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they would hold Fellowſhip with Devils, and 
ſo receive much Harm and Damage to their 


Souls? . . . He tells us, Page 43, that the 
% Apoſtle's whole Argument ſuppoſes an J- 
5 dol to be a Nothing; and that the Ground 
« of the Apoſtle's forbidding the Chriſtians 
e to eat Meats offered to Idols, was, that it 
« would be turn'd to an ill Uſe by their Hea- 
« then Neighhours...” In anſwer to this I 


need only to obſerve (1) that the Apoſtle not 


only ſuppoſes, but expreſsly affirms, ver. 20, 
that the things which the Gentiles facrifice, 
they ſacrifice to Devils; and therefore he does 
not ſuppoſe an Idol to be a mere Nothing : 
(2) The Apoſtle expreſsly ſays, that if they 
did drink of the Cup of Devils, or were Par- 
rakers of the Table of Devils, i. e. if they did 
eat of ſuch Meats as had been offered in Ho- 
Hour to the Idols of the Gentiles, they would 
have Fellowſhip with Devils; and therefore he 
does not diſſuade the Chriſtians from eating 
things offered to Idols, merely becauſe it would 
be turn'd to an ill Uſe by their Heathen 
* eh; but becauſe by eating and drink- 
ing ſuch Meats, they would hold Fellowſhip 


with Devils; they would put themſelves into 
Covenant with Devils, and be ont of Covenant 


with the true God; for that they could not 


communicate, or hold Fellowſhip with both. 


And now he comes to fight Tooth and 
Nail with the Aﬀerters of a Repreſentative 
Sacrifice in the Holy Euchariſt, and thinks he 
has us hard and faſt, Page 47; becauſe In 
& this Parallel, tho* the Apoſtle found Occa- 
4% ſion to ſpeak expreſsly of Oferings and Sa- 
. e « crifices 


© 


„ „ 


«< Crifices made to Idols; and of the Altar in 


e the Jewiſh Temple; yet when he comes to 


«6 ſpeak of the Lord's Supper, he does not once 
6 repreſent the Bread and Wine, as things of- 
«© fered, or ſacrificed upon an Altar, (which, 
« fays he, he could not have avoided, had he 
4 had that Notion of them) but in the plaineſt 
« Words, ſpeaks of the Cup of the Lord, and 


» the Table of the Lord, and not of any Al- 


«tar, or of any Offering of the Bread and 
& Wine, or any Sacrifice made to God, as 
„ upon an Altar, And this, he thinks will 
£ be found a good Argument ' againſt the 
« things thetnſelves.” But all this is nothing 
but a pelitio privicipii, a right down begging of 
the Queſtion, a taking of that for granted, 
which ought to be proved: For if a Sacrifice 
or Oblation of Bread and Wine be implied, in 


the Apoſtle's Parallel between the Euchariſt 


and the Gentile Feaſts, (and he has not proved 
the contrary) then'the Table of the Lord is pro- 

erly the Altar of the Lord; for that, on which 

he Bread and Wine are offered, I ſuppoſe, 
he will not deny to be truly and properly called 
an Altar. But, ſays he, Page 48, Some 
“ fearned Men have objected, that in ſome 
«© Places of the Old Teſtament, the Altar in 
& the Temple, acknowledged to be fo, and 


„ almoſt always called ſo, is yet it ſelf called 


«© a Table, (he ſhould have ſaid tbe Table of 
«© 1% Lord) and that therefore what St Paul 
se calls here à Table, (he ſhould have ſaid the 


Lordis Table) may be an Altar, notwith- 


5“ ſtanding this lower Name beftow'd upon it.” 
Well, and what has he to ſay to the Objection 
of theſe learned Men?., Why ſays he, 
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Page 49, 5* The Jewiſh Altar having been al- 


„ Ways declared an Altar, and yet ſometimes 
«« ſerving the Purpoſe of a Table, might be 
* ſometimes called by this Name, without a- 


„ ny Derogation from its higher Title: But 
« the Table uſed in the Lord's Supper, ha- 


eving never been declared an Altar, nor 
appointed to ſerve any one particular Pur- 


* pote of an Altar, ought to retain its own o- 


« riginal Name. This Argument is not 
good; for he aſſerts two Things, which ought 
to be proved, (1) that the Table. in the Lord's 


Supper has never been declared an Altar; the 


contrary to which is evident from Heb. xiii; 10. 
notwithſtanding what he afterwards ſays to the 


contrary, Page 96, (2) He aſſerts, that the 


Table in the « Supper has never been 
appointed to | ſerve any peculiar Purpoſe: of 
an Altar. Alerting is not proving,” and he only 
begs the Queſtion; for if (as we have proved) 
the Symbols of Bread and Wine are to be of- 


fered to God, 'as the Repreſentatives of Chriſt's 


Body and Blood, then that on which they are 
offered, not only may be, but properly is 
called an Altar; for what is the peculiar 
Purpoſe of an Altar, but to offer there - 
upon? | 

But however he thinks fit to go further into 
the Argument, Page 49, 50, or—rather, far- 


ther from it; and gives us a wild Parallel be- 
tween the, Paſchal Supper and the Lord's Supper: 


I fay, a Wild Parallel; for he makes the Lord's 
Supper anſwer/ to the Paſchal Supper, not in 
that what is eaten in the Lord's Supper is of- 


fered to God, as that was, which was eaten in_ 


the Paſchal | Supper 3 but merely becauſe in 


both 


both there is a commemorative Eating. But if 
this be all the Agreement between them, I 
confeſs I cannot ſee Agreement enough to ſay, 
that the one anſwers to the other; for the eat- 
ing in the Paſchal Supper was by his own Con- 
feſſion, the eating of a Sacrifice; whereas, 
according to him, the eating in the Lord's Sup- 
per is not: The Lord's Supper therefore, ac- 
cording to his Notions, can no more anſwer 
to the Paſchal Supper, than a Feaſt at College 
on a Commemoration- day, anſwers to it; for one 
thing is ſaid to anſwer another, or two things 
are ſaid 10 anſwer one the other, when they a- 
gree together in the main: But the Paſchal 
Supper was a Feaſt on a commemorative Sacri- 
fice; if therefore the Lord's Supper be not 
likewiſe a Feaſt on a commemorative Sacrifice; 
it will be an hard Matter to ſhew an under- 
ſtanding Man, wherein they do agree toge- 
ther ſo ſufficiently, as that the one may be ſaid 
to anſwer the other.” But let us ſee what he 
ſays, It is plain, ſays he, that the Lord's 
Supper itſelf anſwers to, and takes its Name 
from the Paſchal Supper.” I will agree to 
it, and argue thus from his own Conceſſion: 
The Lord's Supper anſwers to the Paſchal Supper, 
but the Paſchal Supper was a Feaſt. upon a com- 
memorative Sacrifice; therefore the Lord's Sup- 
per is ſo too: that, of which the Paſchal Supper 
conſiſted (viz. the Lamb) was offered to God; 
therefore that, of which the Lord's Supper 
conſiſteth (viz. the Bread and Wine) are like- 
wiſe to be offered to God.. Bur, ſays he, 
as the Lord's Supper anſwers to the Paſchal 
Supper, ſo the Lord's Table anſwers to the 
e Ste « Table 


\ 


„ 


% Table that was ſpread for the partaking of 


«« that Supper,” Why ſo? 1 really can't ſes 
the Conſequence. If the Lord's Supper anſwers 


to the Paſchal Supper, that therefore the Lord's 
Supper muſt be firſt offered to God, as the 


Paſchal Supper was, is a direct Conſequence z 
bur that that, on which the Lord's Supper is 
offered, muſt anſwer to that, on which the 


Paſchal Supper was eaten, is no Conſequence: 


Becauſe a thing may be firſt offered at one Place, 


and then be eaten at another, as the Paſchal 


Lamb was. On the other hand the direct 


: Conſequence is this, viz,. the Lord's Supper 


anſwers tothe Paſchal Supper, therefore as the 
Paſchal Supper was a Feaſt on a Sacrifice, ſo 
the Lord's Supper is a Feaſt on a Sacrifice; 
and by Conſequence, as the Lord's Supper 
anſwers to the Paſchal Supper, ſo that on which 
the Lord's Supper is offered, anſwers to that 
on which the Paſchal Supper was offered, before 
it was eaten i. e. the Lord's Table anſwers to 
the Altar, on which (he ſays) the Paſchal 
Lamb was offered. No, But ſays he, that 
% whichanſwers, in the Chriſtian Diſpenſation, 


< to the Paſchal Lamb, is Chriſt himſelf, 


<< offered by himſelf on the Croſs. He ſhould 
have ſaid, that which anſwers in the Lord's 
Supper, &c. to make his Argument good; 
for the Parallel is not between the Paſchal 
Supper, and the whole Chriſtian Diſpenſation, 
but between the Paſchal Supper and the Lord's 
Supper, and therefore to make his Parallel 
good, to the Paſchal Lamb, of which the 
Paſchal Supper conſiſted, he ſhould oppoſe 

that, of which the Lord's Supper conſiſteth. 
When he faith, hat which anfivers, in the 


Chriſtian 


hy 


* 
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 Obriftian Diſpenſatian, to the Paſchal Lamb, is 
Cbriſt bum/elf, offered by himſelf on the Croſs: He 


muſt mean, that Chriſt himſelf offered by 
bimſelf anſwers, either to the firſt original Paſ- 


chal Lamb, or to the ſubſequent annual Paſchal 
Lamb, which was but repreſentative and com- 


memorative of the firſt original Paſchal Lamb. 


If he means, that Chriſt himſelf offered by 


himſelf, anſwers to the firſt original Paſchal 


Lamb, (which I ſhall not diſpute with him} 
I lay it is nothing to the Purpoſe: For we are 
not now ſpeaking of the firſt Original Paſchal 
Supper, but of the ſubſequent, annual, .com- 
memorative Paſchal Supper; and in this Senſe 
he himfelf underſtands the Paſchal Supper, 
Page 51; therefore I lay again, tothe Paſchal 
Lamb, of which the Paſchal Supper conſiſted, 


he muſt oppoſe, not Chriſt himſelf offered by 


himſelf on the Croſs, but that of which the 
Lord's Supper conſiſteth; for the Parallel, by 
his own Confeſſion, Page 51, is between the 


Lord's Supper, and the annual, commemorative - 


Paſchal Supper, not between the firſt original 
Paſchal Supper, and the cobole Chriſtian Diſ- 


penſation. But if he means that Chriſt 


himſelf offered by himſelf, anſwers to the Paſ- 
chal Lamb, in the ſubſequent, annual, com- 


memotative Paſchal Supper, it is not. to be 


allowed ; for this Lamb was a commemorabive 
Sacrifice, repreſentative and .commemorative 


of the firſt original Lamb; but Chriſt himſelf 
offered by himſelf was an original Sacrifice, 
and not commemorative, or repreſentative of any 


preceding Sacrifice. What Conclufion there- 


fore he can draw againſt the repreſentative 


commemorative Sacrifice in the Eucharilt, 
| | bt” - from 
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from this Oppoſition between Chriſt himſelf, 


and the Paſchal Lamb, is hard to be conceiv- 
ed. But let us put his Argument into Mood 
and Figure, and ſee what we can make of it. 


It ſtands thus in his own Words; That which 


anſwers, in the Chriſtian Diſpenſation; to the 
Paſchal Lamb, is Chriſt himſelf offered by him- 
ſelf on the Croſs: (there is his Major) But the 
Paſchal Supper was diſtint# from the Sacrifice of 
the Lamb, and after it: (there is his Minor) 
Well, what is the Conſequence? why, there- 


fore to this alone (viz. the Paſchal Supper) it is, 


thit the Lord's Supper anſwereth. So then, it 
ſeems we are but juſt where we were before, 
the Lord's Supper anſwers to the Paſchal Supper ; 
and if ſo, I ſay again that it is a Feaſt on a Sa- 


crifice, as the Paſchal Supper was a Feaſt on a 


Sacrifice. But was there ever ſuch an Argu- 
ment? What has the Minor to do with the Ma- 


jor, or the Major with the Minor or what 


has the Conſequence to do with either of them? 
But I ſuppoſe, by what follows in Page 50, 
by the Paſchal Supper, in the Minor of bis Ar- 
gument, he means not the Matter of the Sup- 


per, viz. the Lamb, but the Action of eating 


it in Memory of their great Deliverance out 
of Egypt. Tho”, by the Way, it is moſt unu- 
ſual = uſe the Word Supper, not for the 
Meat, or Matter of the Supper, but for the 
Alion or Manner of eating it. But how- 
ever let us take the Paſchal Supper in this Senſe, 
and ſee how the Argument will run: That 
which anſwers in the Chriſtian Diſpenſation io the 
Paſchal Lamb, is Chriſt himſelf offered by bimſelf 
on the Croſs: But the Action of eating the Paſ- 


ou * i. e. the Lamb, was diſtin 2 
Ih 


— 


the Sacrifice of the Lamb and after it, (as you 


may be ſure it was, for certainly they neither 


would nor could offer it, after they had eaten 
it) Therefore to this Action alone of eating the Paſ- 
chal Lamb, in Memory of their great Delive- 


trance out of Egypt, it is that the Lord's Supper 


gnſwereth:1,:8..(to make Senſe of the Conclu- 
ſion) the Action of eating the Lord's Supper, in 
Memory of our great Deliverance. by Chriſt: For 
tho? one Thing may anſwer to another Thing, 
or the Manner of doing one Thing, may anſwer 


to the Manner of doing anther Thing; yet it 


is not to be conceĩ ved how one Thing, that is to 
be eaten, can aniwer, not to another Thing that 
is alſo to be eaten, but merely to the Manner 
of eating that ober Thing: Therefore I ſay, 
if he draws any Concluſion from his Premiſes, 
it muſt be this, viz. Therefore to this Action a- 
lone of eating ihe Paſchal Lamb in Memory of 
their great Deliverance out of Egypt, it is, 
that the Action of eating the Lord's Supper 
(i. e. the Bread and Wine) anſwereth. And 
if ſo, I ſay ſtill, to make the Lord's Supper 
anſwer to the Paſchal Supper, as what was 


eaten in the Paſchal Supper was. firſt offered 


to God, ſo. what is eaten in the Lord's Sup- 
per mult be firſt offered to God. So that let 
him take which Concluſion, he pleaſeth, either 
of them makes againſt himſelf; cho? in Truth 
neither of the two Concluſions do, by any 
means follow from his Premiſes. No Con- 
cluſion either for or againſt the Lord's Supper, 


can be drawn from his Premiſes; for in the 


Major he ſpeaketh nothing of the Lord's Sup- 

per; in the Minor he ſpeaketh nothing of it; 
and how then can any Concluſion be drawn 
1 9 concerning 
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concerning the Lord's Supper, | from ſuch 
Premiſes as ſpeak nothing of it? O Ingenium 


Ariſtotelicum! On the other hand, if his Pre- 


miſes to conclude any thing, 1appeal to any 
Reaſonable Man, that knows any thing of the 


Nature of an Argument, whether they do not 
in their plain Sente conclude thus much, viz, 
* That which anſwers in the Chriſtian Diſ- 
<< penſation, to the Paſchal Lamb, is Chriſt 
« himſelf offered by himſelf on the Crofs: 
But the Paſchal Supper was diſtinct from 
e the Sacrifice of the Lamb, and after it: 
« Therefore the Chriftian Diſpenſation is dif- 
«« 'rin& from the Sacrifice of Chriſt himſelf of- 
ts fered by himſelf on the Croſs, and after it.“ 
I ſay, Iappealte every Reaſonable Man, whe- 
ther, if his Premiſes will bear any Conclufion, 
this be not the natural, and the only one. 
Now this Coneluſion muſt either mean, that 
ihe Chriſtian Diſpenſation was founded on the Sa- 
#rifice of bimſelß, and did not take Place til} af- 
ter his Death determin'd and accepted in God's 
Foreknowledge and Appointment; and in 
this Senſe it is true: Or elſe it muſt mean (and 
that ſeems to be the natural Senſe of it, ac - 
cording to the run of the Argument) Tbat as 
the Paſchal Supper did not take place, till after the 
Lamb was actually offered, fo the Chriſtian Di/- 
penſation did not take place, till after Chriſt was 
-aftually offered. But if by the Chriſtian Diſpen- 
_ fation, we underſtand the Covenant of Grace 
in general, God's Manner of ſaving Men, by 
Virtue of the Sactifice of Chriſt, (and in this 
Senſe we ought to underſtand it) then the Con- 
cluſion is not true; for Men were from the 


Beginning ſa ved by Vittue of Chriſt's Death, 


before 


mn >k we »u with 


2 


140 


before he adtualh died, as well as ſince bie 
Death; the Virtue and Merits of his Death 
reaching backwards and forwards to all Ages 
of the World, it being certain in God's Fore- 
knowledge and Appointment; upon which 


Account Chrift is ſaid to be the Lamb of God, 
ain (in God's Foreknowledge and Appoint- 


ment) from the Foundation of the World. 


Bat what has this to do with our preſent Sub- 
ject, the Lord's Supper? Our Author indeed 
thinks his Premiſes do conclude ſomething 
concerning the Lord's Supper; and therefore 


he goes on thus, And conſequently, as the 


Lord's Supper anfivers not to the Sacrifice of 
6 the Lamb, (which he has not proved) but 10 
« the commemorative Supper, celebrated by the 
© Jeus after that Sacrifice, (I add, and apo 
„that Sacrifice) ſo the Lord's Table does not 
„ come in the Place of the Altar, on which the 
Lamb was ſacrificed, but of tbat Table 
„ upon which the Paſchal Supper was put in 
<< order to be eaten.” Obſerve,” he grants 
that the Lord's Supper anſwers to the Comme- 
te Supper; but that commemorative 


_ per was a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, therefore 
1 


y again, the Lord's Supper muſt” be a 


Feaſt upon a Sacrifice; to make the one an- 


ſwer to the other. And if the Lord's Supper 
be a Feaſt on a Sacrifice, then the Lord's Ta- 
ble, on which that Sacrifice of Bread and 
Wine is offered, is the Lord's Altar. 

Our Author goes on p. gr, and tells us, what he 
has been arguing will be plainer ſtill, if we 
** conſider what it was amongſt the Heathens, 


55 That the Table of the Lord anſwers to, 


THO 


16 


« throughout St Paul's Argument, in Cor. x. 


* Phe Table of the Lord, ſays he, is not once 


put in Oppoſition to the Altars, upon which 
£ the Heathen Sacrifices were offered; but 
*© ta thoſe Tables upon which, at a Diſtance 
“ from the Altars, in other Parts of their Tem- 


$6 ples, (nay perhaps at their own Houſes) | 


«© their Entertainment was put, and at which 
£ their Feaſt, in Honour to their Idols, was cele- 
£6. brated :?? from hence he concludes the Ta- 


ble of the Lord cannot be an Altar, and by 


Conſequence there is no Sacrifice in the Lord's 
Supper; as if a Sacrifice of Bread and Wine 
could not be a Sacrifice, becauſe it is eaten 
from off the very Altar on which it is offered. 

But this Argument is, wich Submiſſion, very 
weak and trifling: For the Oppoſition in the 
Apoſtle's Argument lies not barely between 
the Table of the Lord and the Table of Devils, ab- 
ſtracted from what was eaten at or from thoſe 


Tables; but the Oppoſition is plainly between 


the Meat eaten at the Tableof Devils, and the 


Meat eaten at the Table of the Lord: Now © 


(as it is allowed) the Meat eaten at or from the 
Table of Devils, is Meat offered to the Honour 

of Idols, ſo the Meat eaten at or from the Table 
of the Lord, muſt, by the Oppoſition, be Meat 
offered to the Honour of the true God; and con- 
ſequently that whereon this Meat is offered is 
rightly called an Altar. His Argument therefore 
proves nothing againſt the Oblation of Bread 
and Wine in the Lord's Supper, being impli- 
ed in the Apoſtle's Oppoſition; even altho' 
it ſhauld be granted, that the Gentiles eat 
their Sacrifices on Tables, at a Diſtance from 


the Altars: But the Reader may be pleas'd 


19 
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to obſerve, that the Heathens not only eat 
« their Altar-offerings at their Holy Tables, 
but often offered upon them, eſpecially their 
Meat and Drink-offerings, upon which they 
c feaſted with their Prieſts, in Honour of their 
« Gods.“ See Hickes*s Chriſtian Prieſthood, Vol. I. 
Pp. 75, 76. And I deſire the Reader withall to 
take Notice, that the Lord's Table is, and may 
be properly called a Table as well as an Altar: 
it is an Altar with Reſpect to the Oblation of 
Bread and Wine, offered to God, as the Re- 
preſentatives of Chriſt's Body and Blood; and 
it is a Table, with Reſpect to the Eating, or 
Participation of that Oblation. | 


Our Author goes on, Page 52, to give us 
another Argument, but it is an Argument 
drawn from his own Hypotheſis; for thus he 
argues: This Rite (viz. the Lord's Supper) 
conſiſts in eating and drinking Bread and Wine 
(neither offered to God, nor bleſſed by the 
Life-giving Spirit) * in Remembrance of his 


_ *©£ Body broken, and Blood ſhed:“ from hence 


he concludes, „that there is no need of an 
« Altar, for this Sort of commemorative Eat- 
«ing and Drinking: But we have already 
proved, that Chriſt commanded and commiſ- 
fioned his Apoſtles to offer Bread and Wine 
to God, as Figures of his Body and Blood; 
and therefore I ſay again, that that on which 


this Oblation of Bread and Wine is made, not 


only may he, but properly is called an Altar. 
What follows, Page 54, if it concludes any 
thing, it concludes againſt the Popiſh Doc- 
trine of offering to God in the Euchariſt, the 
very natural Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt, not 

againſt 


[48] 
exainfticue Aſſertors of a 


Tho? indeed I cannot anſwer for any one Sen- 
+ tence in the whole Page; as particularly, 
when he aſſerts, that the only thing in the 
« Chriſtian Diſpenſation, which anſwers to 
«© any of the legal Sacrifices, but indeed is 
& far more excellent in its Nature and Defign 
«© than them all, is the Death of Chriſt.“ 


J defire the Reader to conſider, that all che 


legal Sacrifices {in the Judgment of all found 
Divines, antient and modern) were no farther 
acceptable to God, than as they were conſi- 
der*d by him, as Repreſentations of the grand 


Sacrifice of Chriſt's Death, and as they were 


Pleadings of the Covenant, founded. on the 


Prieſthood and Sacrifice of Chriſt; whereas, 
on the contrary, the perſona] Sacrifice of 


Chriſt was not Repreſentative of any other Sa- 
crifice, but acceptable to God by its own in- 
trinſic Worth and Excellency ; it was not the 


Pleading, but the Foundation, or Procurement, 


as well as the Sanction of the New Covenant: 
theſe things being duly conſider'd, I ſhall leave 
it to thejudicious Reader to determine, hot far it 
may be allowable to ſay, that the perſonal Sa- 
. crifice of Chriſt an/wers to any of the legal Sa- 
crifices, or whether ſuch a Way of ſpeaking 
be at all allowable. He aſſerts, that the 
„, only Perſon, who anſwers to any Fewi/p 


* Prieſt, conſider'd as a Sacrificer, is ed 


% Chriſt himſelf, who offered himſelf up.“ 

Bur we have proved that Chriſt commiſſion*d 
his Apoſtles, and in them, their Succeſſors 
and Subſtitutes, 20 offer 4 Repreſentative Sacri- 


Bk therefore his Aſſertion 18 e „ 
e 


8 82 - 
crifice, under the Symbols of Bread and Wine. 


Sacril 
ning « 
Impo 
Le. 1 


is 


He likewiſe afferts, that Chriſt offered bimſelf f 


on the Croſs.” I deſire the Reader to take No- 


tice, that Chriſt: did not, properly ſpeaking, 
offer himſelf on the Croſs. Under the Law 
the Sacrifice was offered to God, before it was 
ſlain, tho? the Oblation was not A niſbed till af- 
ter it was, the Atonement being made by the 
Blood of the ſlain Animal, So Chriſt offered 
himſelf to God, i. e. reſign'd himſelf to God, 

to be ſlain on the Croſs, before he was faſt- 
ened to the Croſs: He ſolemnly offered him- 
ſelf ro: God, under the Pledges of Bread and 


Wine in the Euchariſt ;* for when the admini- 


ſtred the Bread to the Apoſtles, he did expreſſ- 


ly declare this Bread to be his Body given, or 
offered for them: and when he adminiſtred the 
Cup, that this was his Blood ſbed for tbem: He 
ſays as directly, and as ſtrongly as Words can 
expreſs a Thing, that he did then give or of- 
fer to God his Body and Blood. See the In- 
troduction of Vol. II. of Johnſon's Unbloody Sa- 
crifice —Chriſt therefore did not, properly 
ſpeaking, offer himſelf on the Crofs; tho' he 
was (as a Sacrifice) ſlain on the Croſs, and this 
Sacrifice was not, properly ſpeaking, finiſhed, 

not only till after he was ſo ſlain, but even 


not till after he was aſcended | into the Preſence | 


of God. 
But to proceed, our Author is willing to 
have it believed, Page 55, that many of the 

Greek Fathers and Commentators, did not be- 
lieve a true (i. e. material) and Repreſentative 
Sacrifice in the Euchariſt, altho' in the Begin- 
ning of his Book, he had told us, it is of ſmall 
Importance to know, what any of them have 
mY on this Subject. Many, ſays he, of 
* 1 


; [ 50 | 3 
e the Greek Fathers and Commentators— by 


tho amongſt other high Words, they often 
„ called this Rite a Sacrifice; yet they could 


ter 
* not forbear ſometimes to correct this Ex- Ch 
«< preſſion, and to declare, they did not mean * 
« a Sacrifice, properly ſpeaking, but 1 the lite 
% Remembrance of a Sacrifice.” Particularly of 
St Chryſoſtom Hom. 17. in Epiſt. ad Hebr. af. ſay 
ter he had ſaid ©voiar Tos ev, he adds, AAN ms 
| Je drdpriou ipyalipelde bucies: which is in Ef- us 
s fect to ſay, l call it a Sacrifice; but indeed, 4 
« it is not a Sacrifice, but the Remembrance of 4 
& a Sacrifice.” | 4 
2 
; : Now Reader, I pray you take Notice, here Cri 
| is not only an unfair Quotation, but alſo, to Mie 
b ſay no worſe of it, an wnfair Conſtruction, Qu 
[ St Chry/oftom's Words are 74 dv]nv bogen ar 8 
| e-, (whether this be a wilſul Miſtake, I will _ 
| not determine, but ſurely it looks like it); Me ea 
i offer always the ſame Sacrifice (viz, the Sacri- ori 
i8 fice that Chriſt offered, for of that he had 7 
been ſpeaking) or rather we make (or offer, for 0 
; 2 He is a ſacrificial Term, ſee 1 Cor. ne 
* 13.) 4 Memorial of the Sacrifice: Now that of] 
this Memorial a'vduvnois, was made by offering ri 
the Bread and Wine to God, as Repreſenta- of 
tions of Chriſt's Body and Blood, none of the en. 
Antients is more expreſs than St Chryſoſtom. by 
St Chryſaſtom's plain Meaning is, that they his 
c offered the Sacrifice, which Chriſt made of 8 
- his own Body and Blood, by Repreſentation :” pr: 
they made a Memorial of the grand Sacrifice, 4 
® The Reader i Sale to tabs Notes that St Chry- gla 
ſiſtom uſes qroucy in the Senſe of | Offerings See 1 10 | ] 
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by offering the appointed Repreſentatives of. 


it: They offered Bread and Wine to God, li- 
terally and truly, but the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, fguratively, and by Repreſentation; 
what they offered in the Euchariſt, being not 
literally but repreſentatively the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt. St Cbryſoſtom therefore might well 


ſay; we offer the ſame Sacrifice, or rather 


« we make, or offer, a Memorial of the Sacri- 
& ficez?” which is in Effect to ſay; we do not 
e indeed offer the very ſame Sacrifice that 
0 Chriſtoffered, but we make a Memorial of it 
to God, by offering the appointed Repreſen- 
Let the Reader judge, what 
Credit is to be given to one, who to maintain 
his Hypotheſis, ſcruples not to give an unfair 

aotation, and as unfair a Conſtruction: Cer- 


tainly he muſt have a bad Cauſe to ſupport, 
who is reduced to ſuch Shifts to maintain it. 


And ] muſt needs ſay, it is to me Matter of Sur- 
prize, that any one ſhould venture to aſſert, that 
the antient Fathers and the primitive Church, 
did not believe and practiſe a true, tho? repreſen- 


tative Sacrifice, that is, a liberal, material Oblation 


of Bread and Wine to God, in the Holy Eucha- 
riſt, asthe appointed Repreſentations and Figures: 
ofChriſt's Body and Blood; after it has been fo 
undeniably proved, as by others, ſo particularly 
by the Reverend and Learned Mr Jobnſon, in 
his Unbloody Sacrifice, that the antient Fathers and 
the primitive Church actually did ſo believe and 
practice. But theantient Liturgies (which every - 
one may nowread in his Mother Tongue) is a 


glaring Confutation of all ſuch Bold Aſſertions. 


But to proceed; he goes on in the next Place, 


Page 59, to comment upon Cor. xi. 20, 34. 


2 But 


E 
But as he comments upon this Paſſage in the 
ſame Manner, that he does upon the 
Hiſtory of Inſtitution, ( which Comment of his 
we have already conſidered and confuted) I 
ſhall paſs it by. But I may not overlook his 
Notion of worthy and #nworthy Receiving. 


He tells us, that he who performs this Duty 


«« ſuitably to the End of it, cannot be ſaid to 
% perform it anworthily:ꝰ And ſo ſay I. But 


as He and I differ in our Notions of the Na- 


ture and End of this Ordinance, ſo of Conſe- 
quence, we muſt differ in our Notions of per- 
forming this Duty, ſuitably to the End of it, 
and therefore in our Notions of performing it 
worthily and unwortbily. By a Chriſtian's per- 
forming this Duty ſaitabliy to the End of it, 
he means no more, Page 77, 79, than his Re- 


membering of Cbriſt's Body broken, and his 858 5 


ſhed, at ibe ſame time of eating and drinking ; 

his eating and drinking with a ſerious 3 
of bis Maſter: Inſomuch that he does plainly 
declare, and takes a great deal of Pains to 
prove it, Pages 8 1, 83, 85, 88, that a Man 
may be a wilful, babitual Sinner, and yet per- 
form this Duty aright, if he does but ſeriouſly 


remember Chriſt's Body broken, and his Blood 


ſhed, at the Time of his eating and drinking: 


Now i it muſt be own'd, that this is conſiſtent 
with, and naturally follows from his Hypo- 


theſis, which is, “that the he of the Duty 
c conſiſts in eating Bread broken, and drinking 
Mine, with a ſerious Remembrance of Cbriſt, 

for to be ſure, if the whole Nature and End of 


this Ordinance, conſiſts in eating and drink- 


ing Bread and Wine with a ſerious Remem- 
bunt of Chriſt, he wo does ſo eat and drink. 
Bread 


Bread and Wine, performs the Duty ſuitably 
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to the Nature and End of it, whatever he 


may be in other Reſpects: But if this Hypo- 
theſis be wrong, (as we have proved it to be) 
then all Conſequences drawn from it are ſo too. 


I ſhall therefore on the other hand, deſire the 


ſerious Reader to take Notice in few Words, 


that if our Notion of the Nature and End of 
this Inftitution be right, (and I hope it has 
been proved to be ſo) viz. that the Lord's 
«« Supper is a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice of Bread 
« and Wine, which have been offered to God; 
<« as the Figures of Chriſt's Body and Blood, 


< to engage him to remember the grand Sa- 


cc crifice, to move him to be gracious and 
& merciful to his Church and People, in ap- 
e ply ing and confirming to us the Bene fits of 


«© the New Covenant, founded on the Prieſt- 
* hood and Sacrifice of Jeſus Chriſt, wiz. 


«+ Pardon, Grace, and Happineſs: I ſay if 
this be the true Notion of the Lord's Supper ; 
why then no wilful, habitual Sinner (continu- 
ing ſuch) can attend this Sacrifice, or feed up- 


on the Holy Symbols ſuitably to the End of 


this Inſtitution, and conſequently every ſuch 
wilful, habitual Sinner eats and drinks unwor- 


a wilful, habitual Sinner (continuing ſuch) is 


F 


thily : And that for this plain Reaſon, becauſe. 


not a qualify'd Object for God's Pardon, ac- 


cording to the Tenour of the Covenant; he 
has no Right, while he continues ſo, to the 


pleading of the Covenant, and by Conſe- 
quence can receive no Benefit from an Obla- 
tion, or repreſentative Sacrifice, made to 
God, for the procuring from him the Effects 


and Purchaſe of the Sacrifice of Chriſt; that 


1 | 


is, for the Pardon of Sin, and for applying 
and confirming to us the other Benefits of the 


New Covenant. The End of the Chriſtian 
Oblation in the Holy Euchariſt, is to procure 
Pardon, and the other Benefits purchaſed by 
the grand Sacrifice; but no wilful, habitual 
Sinner is entituled to Pardon; and therefore if 
he dares to join in this Holy Ordinance, he 
prophanes it, and will find himſelf anſwer- 
able to God for his great Impiety.— 


I éſay therefore, to attend this Holy Ordi- | 
nance, and to eat and drink the holy Symbols 


ſuitably to this Holy Ordinance, is to attend 
ir, and to eat and drink with penitent Hearts 
and pure Affections; without which we do not 
attend this Ordinance ſuitably to the End of it; 
which is to procure Pardon, and the Influ- 
ence of divine Grace; to which we are not en- 
tituled, and which we cannot receive without 
penitent Hearts and pure Affections. 


Our Author goes on, Page 94, to object a- 


gainſt, and gloſs upon, ſome other Paſſages 
in the New Teſtament, which the Aſſerters 


of a Repreſentative Sacrifice in the Holy Eu- 


chariſt, do alledge to relate to it. 

But whether the following Paſſages relate to 
the Sacrament of the Altar, or not; the Do- 
ctrine of a Repreſentative Sacrifice in the Holy 
Euchariſt, will, I hope, appear to the impar- 
tial Reader to be well grounded, from what 
has been already ſaid in Vindication of it. 
But however, it may not be amiſs to conſider 
what he has objected to theſe Paſſages, as 
underſtood by us to relate to the Euchariſt. 


Theſe 
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Theſe Words, ſays he, 1 Cor. v. 8. Chrift 


_ eur Paſſover, &c, He would have done well 


ro have given his Reader the entire Paſſage, 


- which runs thus, Purge out therefore the-old Lea- 


ven, that ye may be a new Lump, as ye are un- 
leaven'd. For even Chriſt our Paſſover is ſacrifi- 
ced for us: Therefore let us keep the Feaſt, not 
with old Leaven, neither with the Leaven of Ma- 
lice and Wickedneſs; but with the unleavened 
Bread of Sincerity und Truth. Theſe Words, 
« ſays he, ſuppoling them to relate (as ſome. 
« have imagined) to the Lord's Supper, inſti- 
ce ruted in Remembrance of our Paſchal Lamb, 
only teach us, that we ought to partake of 
« this, which is our Paſchal Feaſt (which by the 
& Way, was a Feaſt on a Sacrifice) with ſuch 
«© ſincere, untainted, honeſt Hearts, as be- 
comes Chriſtians.” Now I appeal to every 


impartial Man, that will attentively read the 


Paſſage, whether, ſuppoſing the Apoſtle to 
ſpeak of the Lord's Supper, he does not plain- 
ly ſpeak of it, as of a Sacrifice, in which 
Chriſt is ſacrificed: or offered for us, offered for 
us repreſentatively, in the appointed Repreſen- 
tations and Memorials of his Body and Blood. 
The Apoſtle bids the Corinthians, purge out the 
old Leaven, that is, caſt out the inceſtuous 
Perſon (ſee ver. g.) becauſe even Chriſt our Paſ- 
ſover is ſacrificed for us, therefore, ſays he, let 


us keep the Feaſt, not with the old Leaven, 


neither with the Leaven of Malice, &c. The 
Feaſt, of which the Apoſtle ſpeaketh is plain- 
ly the Feaſt of the Euchariſt; for he ſpeaketh 
of ſomething to be eaten, as the Paſchal Sup- 
per was-eaten; but that which anſwers to the 
Paſchal Supper is, by our Author's own Con- 

1 75 feſſion, 
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don, the Zotd's Supper. The Sum there- 
fore of the A poſtle's Command is, that they 
ſhould exclude the Inceſtuous Perſon, and keep 
themſelves as free from all Vietedneſt, when 
they celebrated the Lord's Supper, as the Jews 
were obliged to keep themſelves free from all 
Leaven, when they celebrated the annual Pa/- 
chal Supper. But ſays our Author, *© Whoe- 
over reads the preceding Verſes, as directed 
to the Corinthians, will ſee, that they relate 
& to their conſtant Behaviour, as a Society of 
„ Chriſtians, deſigned by their Holy Religion 
to be purged from all Leaven, or every 
thing that could corrupt them.” And to 
prove this, he repreſents the Apoſtle arguing 
thus, Page 98, As Chriſt might be called 
* our Paſchal Lamb, ſo a Society of Chriſtians 
<« keeping (as it were) a perpetual Feaſt, under 
«« the Senſe of their Deliverance, and of the 
Love of their Deliverer, ſhould be always 


as free from the Leaven of Wickedneſs, and 


c keep themſelves as clear from the Danger 
«of it, by not committing or ſuffering it a- 
„ mong them, as the Jews were required to 
<< be free from all Leaven in the Paſchal Sup- 
per, which they annually celebrated in Re- 
*© membrance of their Deliverance out of E- 

gypt.” Reader obſerve the As and So: If 
he ſuppoſes the Apoſtle to mean, that the per- 
ſonal Sacrifice of Chriſt anſwers to the Original 


Paſchal Lamb; then the Argument fails, be- 


cauſe, at this Rate of arguing, the annual comme- 
morative Paſchal Supper, in the latter Part of the 


Argument is made to be the ſame as the Original 
Paſchal Lamb, in the former Part of it, which 
cannot be. On the other hand, if he ſuppoſes. 


the 


e 
the Apoſtle to mean, that the Perſonal Sa- 


crifice of Chriſt anſwers to the annual, comme- 


 morative Paſchal Lamb, this we have ſhewn 
Page 41, to be not true. So that, for any 


thing our Author has ſaid to the contrary, the 
Apoſtle in this Paſſage appears ro intend the 
Lord's Supper; and if he does, he plainly 
ſpeaks of it as of a Sacrifice, in which Chriſt 
is repreſentatively ſacrificed, or offered, under 
the appointed Symbols, or Memorials of his 
Body and Blood. rd nt 


Page 96, Some again, ſays he, have ap- 
plied to this Sacrament the Text, Heb. x111. 10. 


We (We Chriſtians) have an Altar, whereof 


[or from which, ] they have no Right to eat, who 


ſerve the Tabernacle. He is pleas'd to aſſert, 


„ that there is not one Interpreter, antient or 
modern, who interprets this obſcure Paſſage 
« of the Lord's Table.“ Now it is certain, that a- 
mong the Antients, Theodoret, Oecumenius, and 


Theophyla#, do all underſtand this Text in a 


literal Senſe of a proper Altar in the Chriſtian 
Church; and if we have an Altar, by Conſe- 


quence we muſt have a Sacrifice, and Priefts 


to offer that Sacrifice. But theſe, in our Au- 
thor's Judgment, are Interpreters of no Note: 
But why then does he himſelf, Page 33, quote 
Theophyla#? When he thinks that he will ſerve 
his Purpoſe, it ſeems that Theophyladt is an In- 
terpreter good enough to be follow'd. They 
who underſtand this Text of a proper Altar in 


the Chriſtian Church, and conſequently of a 


real, material Sacrifice, to be offered on this 


Altar, ſay thus much for themſelves; viz. 
I that 
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« that the Holy Apoſtle having ſhew'd a: of 


&« large in this Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that the th 
Law of Moſes is antiquated, and the Obliga- L 
«© tion of it entirely aboliſhed ſince the Coming to 
of Chriſt, the Mediator of a better Covenant or 
Leſt they ſhould from hence infer, that there ore 
is no more Prieſthood upon Earth, no more fic 
Sacrifice, no more Altar, and conſequently to 
no Rites and Ordinances of Religious Wor- ow 
. ſhip, he lets them know in the Text, now un- ing 
der Conſideration, that we have an Altar, but the 
ſuch an one, whereof they have no Right to eat, tha 
who ſerve the Tabernacle, i. e. the Jews, who we 
were God's choſen People, yet had no Right tha 
ro eat of the Chriſtian Sacrifice, becauſe it is but 
ſuch a Sacrifice, (viz. a Sin-offering) as by their Sic 
own Law they were not permitted to eat of: ſent 
As plainly appears from the very next Words; is ft 


For the Bodies of thoſe Beaſts whoſe Blood is brought eat 
into the Sanctuary by the High Prieſt, for Sin, of a 
are burnt without the Camp. By which Words WW fert: 
he proves what he had aſſerted in the foregoing and 
Verſe, that they which ſerve the Tabernacle had ry ( 
no Right to eat of our Altar: becauſe by their the 
own Law, no one was to eat Part of a Sin- of- ed I 
fering, but it was to be burnt without the B 
Camp. Now if the Reaſon why the Jews Aut 
had no Right to eat of the Chriſtian Altar, then 
is, becauſe they were not permitted to eat of that 
a Sin- offering: Does not this plainly ſhew, cure 
that the Offering made on our Chriſtian Al- or it 
tar, the Chriſtian Sacrifice in the Euchariſt, I may 
is a Sin. offering, a propitiatory Oblation? And iſ « 7; 

if fo, is it not the Means of procuring Pardon | p 
for Sin? I pray you, Reader, take Notice . or 
| N - of . wig 
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59 1 
of this, becauſe our Author denies (Page 144) 
that Pardon of Sin is to be had ix, or by the 
Lord's Supper. I likewiſe pray the Reader 
to take Notice, that the Apoſtle, by eating off 
or from the Chriſtian Altar, means eating 
orally (i. e. with the Mouth) a material Sacri- 
fice; becauſe he ſays the Jews had no Right 
to eat of the Chriſtian Altar, becauſe by their 
own Law they were not to eat of a Sin-offer- 
ing. If he means an oral Eating (i. e. with 
the Mouth) in the one Caſe, manifeſt it is 
that he muſt mean the ſame in the other: But 
we have no Sacrifice in the Chriſtian Church, 
that can be eaten orally, (i. e. with the Mouth) 
but the Sacrifice of the Euchariſt alone, the 
Sacrifice of Bread and Wine, as the Repre- 
ſentations of Chriſt's Body and Blood, which 
is ſuch a Sacrifice as the Jews had no Right to 
eat of, becauſe they were not permitted to eat 
of a Sin. oſfering; where the Apoſtle at once aſ- 
ſerts the Chriſtian Sacrifice of the Euchariſt, 
and withal that it is a Sin-offering, a propitiato- 
ry Oblation, to procure Pardon by Virtue of 
the grand Sacrifice, of which it is an appoint- 
ed Repreſentation. 15 
But this plain Conſtruction of the Text, our 
Jews Author will by no Means allow: But what 
\Irar, W then does he ſay is the Meaning of it? Why 
at of that he cannot well tell. He ſays it is an ob- 
hew, eure Paſſage, and it may ſignify ibis thing, 
Al- or it may ſignify that thing; and I add, it 
ariſt, may and does ſignify neither. The gene- 
And i © ral Meaning, (ſays he, Page 97,) of this 
irdon i © Paſſage may be (and it may not be) That no 
lotice one can receive any Benefit from Chriſt 
of | © crucify'd, or from the Doctrine of the 
12 „ Crals 
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* Croſs, upon which Chriſt offered himſelf, 


«© whoſtill adheres to the Jewiſh Diſpenſation.” 


So that by the Altar which the Apoſtle ſpeaks 


of, he underſtands Chriſt crucified, or the Do- 
Arine of the Croſs, and by eating off or from this 
Altar, he underſtands receiving Benefit from 
Chriſt crucified, or from the Doctrine of the Croſs: 
But I pray you Reader, to obſerve that the A- 
poltle ſpeaks of eating orally, i. e. with the 
Mouth : But very Chriſt crucified cannot be 
orally eaten, the Doctrine of the Croſs cannot 
be orally eaten, nor can the Benefit 'of Chriſt 
crucified be orally eaten. In Page 98, he tells 
us, that indeed if we will enter more nicely 
into the exact Meaning of the Apoſtle's pe- 
6 culiar Argument inthis Verſe,”* we ſhall find 
it to be only an Argument ad bominem ; 


and then gives us a Comment, which whoever 


reads with Attention, will find, that he makes 
the Apoſtle to have that in his Concluſion which 
was not in his Premiſes; and withal he begs the 


Queſtion, by taking it for granted p.99, ** that 


* by eating of tbe Chriſtian Altar, is meant parta- 
King of the Benefits of Chriſi*s Death: Whereas 
the Apoſtle plainly ſpeaks of an oral Eating, 
which cannot be applied to the Benefits of 
Chriſt's Death: But ſays he, ** ſomething 
< like this (viz, the forementioned Comments) 
*© muſt be the Meaning of this obſcure Paſſage.” 
If this Paſſage be ob/cure, it is becauſe the old 
Proverb takes Place, None ſo blind as they , who 
will not ſee. And till ſuch time as our Author 
ſhall be pleas'd to determine what is the actual 
Meaning of this Text, the impartial Reader, 
Jam perſuaded, will be ſtrongly inclined 
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[ 61] 
to believe the plain, natural, primiene Senſe 
of it, to be the true one“. 
The next Paſſage of Scripture, that comes 
under his Conſideration, is our Saviours Diſ- 
courſe about eating his Fleſb and drinking his 


Blood, in the vit Chapter of St John's Goſpel. 


This Diſcourſe, he ſays, relates not to the 


Lord's Supper, but to our Lord's Doctrine. 


Well then, let us ſee what he has to object a- 
gainſt underſtanding this Diſcourſe, to relate to 
the Lord's Supper. ä 

In the firſt Place he objects, Page 100, 
That there is no Appearance, that this Paſſage 


was underſtood inthe very firſt Days of the Church, 


to concern this Rite, viz. the Lord's Supper. 
Now this, to ſay no worſe of it, is a down 
right Impoſition upon the Reader; for that 


the primitive Church did conſtantly underſtand 


our Saviour, in this Diſcourſe, to mean his 
Sacramental Body and Blood, that. which is 


his Body and Blood in Power and Effect, by 


his own Inſtitution: and Appointment, and 
by the real, tho” inviſible Power of the Holy 
Ghoſt : that this was the general Conſent of 
the antient Fathers, and the primitive Church, 


has been moſt convincingly proved by the 


Learned and Reverend Mr 7ohnſon, in his 
Unbloody Sacrifice ; where the Reader will find 
the Point in hand moſt evidently proved, and 
all Objections that can be raiſed to the contra- 
ry moſt undeniably confuted. And that our 


The Learned Mr Mede, in his Diſcourſe concerning 
the Name Altar, has ſhewn, that by the Altar mentioned 
_ Heb. xiii. 10. _ very well be nn the Lord's 
Table, 


Own 
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own Church underſtands our Saviour's Diſ- 
courſe, of his Sacramental Body and Blood, is 
plain from ſeveral Expreſſions in our Commu- 
nion- Office, as in the Exhortation, for then 
we ſpiritually eat the Fleſh of Chriſt, and drink 


his Blood, &c. and again, Grant us ſo to eat the 


Fleſh of thy dear Son, and to drink his Blood, &c. 
which Expreſſions any one, at firſt Sight, may 
ſee to allude to what our Saviour ſays, Vboſo 
eateth my Fleſh and drinketh my Blood, hath e- 
ternal Life, and I will raiſe him up at the laſt 
Day; for my Fleſh is Meat indeed, and my 
Blood is Drink indeed. 

In the ſecond Place, our Author objects, 
that his Diſcourſe could not relate to a Duty, 
which was not then inſtituted, nor ſo much as 
hinted at to his Diſciples. T pray you 
Reader, obſerve how he begs the Queſtion : 
He ſays, that eating Cbriſt's Sacramental Body 
and Blood, was not ſo much as [hinted] at to the 
Diſciples, in this Diſcourſe. This I ſay is beg- 
ging the Queſtion; aſſerting, not proving, 
that Chriſt does not ſpeak of his Sacramental 
Body and Blood; whereas the very jy. ee 
on is, whether he does, or does not ſpeak 


thereof. So that our Author's Argument 


runs thus, Our Lord, in this Diſcourſe, does not 


peak of eating and drinking bis Sacramental Body 


and Blogd: But why does he not? Why, be- 
cauſe he does not ſo much as hint at it, i. e. he 
does not ſpeak of bis Sacramental Body and Blood, 
| becauſe he does not ſpeak of it, A fine Reaſon ! 
O Acumen! But ſays our Author, „this Diſ- 
<« courſe could not relate to a Duty, which 
Was not then inſticuted.” But why ſo, I 


pray? Could not our Lord tell them, that he 


would 
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would hereafter appoint ſomething to be eat- 


en and drunk by his Followers, under the 
Name and Title of his Fleſh and Blood? 

Nay does he not expreſsly tell them, that he 
— do ſo? He ſpeaks plainly in the Future 
Tenſe, Labour for that Meat (viz. that which 
he afterwards calls his Fleſh and Blood), which 
faith he, the Son of Man SHALL give unto you. 

Our Author's Objection therefore is founded 


upon a falſe Suppoſition, as if our Lord had 


ſpoken of cating his Fleſh and drinking his 
Blood out of hand: Whereas our Lord requires 
nothing to be done out of hand, but to be- 
lieve in the Promiſe which he gave them of 
making his Fleſh to be Meat indeed, and his 


Blood to be Drink indeed; and expreſſes 


himſelf in the Future Tenſe, . when he ſpeaks 
of his Sacramental Body and Blood, as of the 
Meat, which the Son of Man SHALL give, ver. 27. 
and ſays, ibe Bread which { SHALL give, is my 
Fleſh, ver. 51. This is an evident Demonſtra- 
tion, that he did not ſpeak of eating his Fleſh, 


as of a thing to be done forthwith, or out of 


hand, at the very time that he ſpoke to them : 
But that he intended, ſome time afterwards, 


to appoint ſomething to be eaten and drunk, | 


under the Name and Title of his Fleſh and 


Blood, which it would then be the Duty of his 


Followers to ear and drink, when he ſhould 
have aually appointed it to be eaten and 
drunk. 

His next Objection, Page 1071, is drawn 
„ from the Difference of Expreſſion, in this 
% Diſcourſe, and in the Inſtitution of the 


« Lord's Supper. In the Inſtitution, ſays he, 


<« of the Lord's Supper, our Saviour = 
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« the Bread which you are to eat, is ny Body; 


& not, my Body, or Fleſh, is your Bread, or 


« your Food.” To ſhew the Vanity of this 
Objection, I need only deſire the Reader to 


_ obſerve, that if the Bread in the Lord's Sup- 


158 be Chriſt's Sacramental Body, why, then 
is Sacramental Body is the Bread which we 
are to eat. 85 | ; 

His laſt Objection, Page 102, is drawn 
from his own Comment upon the 63d Verſe, 
which he explains thus; the Words which 


% I ſpeak unto you, the Doctrines I teach, for 


c which I ſhall ſuffer in the Fleſb, and which 


„ ſhall ſeal with my Blood: Theſe are the 


« things I mean, which I have talked of, un- 
« der the Notion of Meat and Drink, to nou- 
«© Tiſh you to eternal Life. Theſe Words, are 
« Spirit, and theſe are the Life, I have been 
« ſpeaking of; and Theſe, if you will re- 
© ceive them, ſhall be Vital Food ro you. 
«© A Manner of Explication, which our Bleſſed 
« Lord could not (I humbly preſume) have 
« made uſe of; had he ever deſign'd this Diſ- 
<< courſe tobe underſtood of his future Inſt itu- 
« tion of the Lord's Supper: Heis certainly 


very right ; for to be ſure, if our Lord ſpake of 


nothing, but of his Doctrines, he did not ſpeak 
of the Lord's Supper. But let us ſee what 
Foundation this Comment pf his reſts upon: 
Our Lord ſays, the Words that I ſpeak unto 


you, they are Spirit, and they. are Life; which 
our Author explains thus, The Doctrines that 1 
"teach, are the Things, which 1 have talked of 
under the Notion of Meat and Drink; he ſhould 
have faid, nder the Notion of my Fleſh and 


Blood; 


eating and drin na | 
Blood; but conſider, it is the Spirit that 
giveth Life, my e literally or 


5 651 

ö; for he owns that our Saviour explains 
in theſe Words, what he meant by his Fle/þ 
and Blood. Now this Comment has not the 
leaſt Foundation to reſt upon. Our Saviour 
does not ſay, the Words that I ſpeak untò you, 
(i. e. in our Author's Senſe, the Doctrines 1 
teach) are ihe Fleſh and Blood, that J have been 


ſpeaking of. No, he ſays no ſuch thing; but 


he ſays thus, I is the Spirit that quickneth, the 
Fleſh profiteth nothing: The Words that I ſpeak 


unto you, they are Spirit and they are Life. 


Our Author himſelf owns, that theſe Words 
are an Explanation of what our Lord called 


his Fleſb and Blood. Now our Lord having 


ſaid, ver. 54. Whoſo eateth my Fleſb and drink- 


elh my Blood, hath Eternal Life, and having 
ſaid likewiſe, ver,33, Verily,verily,T ſay unto you, 
except ye eat the Fleſh of the Son, and drink his 


Ted, bats go T6 Fo. tha Wy ble 
ſtagger d at this, groſsly imagining” that he 
had Ipoke of his very natural Fleſh and Blood, 


he lets them know, ver. 62. that his natural 


Fleſh and Blood ſhould” aſcend into Heaven, 


and then, ver. 63. he explains to them, as 
far as he ſaw proper, the Nature of that, 
which he had called his Fleſh, and Blood: If is 
the Spirit that quickneth, the Fleſh profiteth no- 
thing: As if | 
that whoſoeateth my Fleſh and drinketh my 
«© Blood hath eternal Life, and that without eat- 
ing my Fleſh and drinking my Blood, ye have 


he had ſaid, I have told you 


grolaly ene that T mean 


“ no Life; you t KE 
ne my natural Fleſh and 


repre- 


£66] 


9 


ce ſent l eaten, would not avail to 


«© the Purpoſe of giving Life, without the 
Spirit; you may be ſure therefore, that 
«© what I have been ſpeaking of, as my Fleſh 
% and Blood, is ſomething that ſhall be ſo, 
„in Power and Effect, by the Power and 
% Communication of the Life-giving Spi- 
<« rit.” Our Lord does not ſay, My Doc- 
trines are bs Fleſh and Blood' I have been 


RD 


25 are Life 5 i. . 1 ſpeak of — that 


Effet, by th Bleſſing and Preſence of, the 
5 Life- giving Spirit. 

By this time I ſuppoſe my Reader may have 
enough of our Author's Manner of explaining 
9 the plain, natural Senſe of) Scripture, 
1 paſs on therefore in the third Place to 
ſhew how much he has miſrepreſented the 
Doctrine of our Church, and how roughly 
he has handled our C ommunion- Office. 1 

Page 57, He ſays, I ſhall only add, 
« that (in perfect Agreement with what | 
« have now faid, againſt the Doctrine of a Re- 
«« preſentative Sacrifice) throughout the eſta- 
„ bliſh'd Rules, and authentic Rubrics of our 
« Church, - whenever there is Occaſion to 
«© ſpeak upon this Subject, the Name conſtantly 
« made uſe of is the Communion- Table, or ſim- 
« ply, the Table; never Altar.“ Well, and 


what then, does it follow from hence, that our 
Church denies the Repreſentative Sacrifice, be- 
cauſe the Lord's Table (which is another 
Name for his Altar) is not expreſsly called the 
Altar ? May it not be a Table and an Altar too, 

as 


2s I have already obſerved? Yes, certainly it 
may! And ſo it certainly is, according to the 
Doctrine and Practice of our Church. For I 


would aſk our Author, what is the Uſe of an 
Altar, but to receive the. Oblations made to 
the true God? Now is not this Uſe made of 


the Communion-Table by our Church? Yes 


certainly it is. For is not the Prieft required, 
when he has humbly preſented and placed the 
Alms upon the Holy Tablez I ſay, 1s he not 
required hen to place upon the Table ſo much 
Bread and Wine as he ſhall think ſufficient ? 
And when he has done this, is he not required 
to beſeech God to accept, not only the Alms 
which he had preſented and placed upon the 
Holy Table, but alſo the Oblations which 
he had alſo, but the moment before, placed there- 
on. Now it 1s evidently plain that the Oblations 
are the Bread and Wine, and therefore the Holy 
Table on which theſe Oblations are placed, or of- 
fered by the Prieſt, -is in the Account, and ac- 
cording to the enjoined Practice of our Church 
an Altar; for an Altar of the true God is 
that on which Oblations are made to the true 
God. See the Rubric before the Prayer for 
the whole State of Chriſt's Church. 

Page 108, he tells his Reader, „that he 
e ſhall enter more particularly into the ſeve- 
e ral Paris and Prayers, that compoſe our 
« Communion-Office, in order both to inter- 
“ pret ſuch Paſſages (relating to this Inſtitu- 
tion) as may ſtand in need of Interpretation, 
* and to lead all Perſons concern'd, to make 
* uſe of it, in the moſt proper and Chriſtian 
Manner. The Communion-Office, ſays he 
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« chiefly to the Duty of Beneficence to all 
&« Men, by our Alms and charitable Contri- 


e butions. It proceeds, fays he, to the 
« Charity and Aſſiſtance of our united Prayers, 
* for the good and Happineſs of the whole 
* Body of Chriſtians, After this, ſays he, 
« follows an Exhortation, Sc.“ I pray you 
Reader obſerve, here is no Notice taken of 
the Prieſt being enjoined to offer on God's 
Table Bread and Wine, and then to beſeech 
God to accept thoſe Oblations, or Offerings of 
Bread and Wine. Is not this a willful Miſ- 
repreſentation of our Communion-Office? 

la the Exbortation are theſe Words, 27 
& that mind to come to the Holy Communion of 
& the Body and Blood of our Saviour Chriſt; 
Theſe Words he explains thus, You, that 


% remain in the Church, with a Deſign of 
e partaking of that Bread and Vine, which 


« are appointed to be Memorials of the Body 
© and Blood of Chriſt.” If he uſed the Word 
Memorial in the Scripture Senſe of it, I ſhould 
not object much againſt this Explanation: But 
let the Reader remember, that he allows of 
no Oblation, of no Bleſſing, and makes the 
whole Rite to conſiſt merely in eating Bread 
broken, and drinking Wine, in Remembrance, 


or as he explains it, with a ſerious Remem- 


brance of Chriſt; therefore his Explanation 
amounts to no more, than if he had ſaid, 
% Ye that remain in the Church with a De- 
« ſign to eat mere Bread broken, and to 
* drink Wine with a ſerious Remembrance of 
© Chriſt's Body and Blood.” But is this all, 
that our Chutch means by theſe Words, 7? 
that mind to come to the Holy — 


* 
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Body and Blood of our Saviour Chriſt ? l 


the Plain Meaning is, 77 that mind to eat that 


Bread, which (Bread) is the Communion of the 
Body of Chriſt, and to drink that Wine, which 
(WI ine) is the Communion of the Blood of Chriſt: 


for the Words plainly refer to 1 Cor. x. 75 


The Cup of Bleſſing which (Cap) we bieſs, is 
not the Communion of the Blood of Chriſt ?: The 
Bread which we break, is it not the Communion 
of the Body of Chriſt? In which Words, (as I 
have obſerv'd already) the Apoſtle does ex- 
prefely determine the Bread and the Cup, to 
the Communion of Chriſt's Body and Blood, 
which are made ſo by the Bleſſing and Pre- 
fence of the Life-giving Spirit. To proceed 
in the ſame lifeleſs Manner, he explains 
theſe other Words in the Exhortation, viz. 
for then we ſpiritually eat the Fleſh of Chriſt, 
and drink his Blood, then we dwell in Chriſt, 
and Chriſt in us; Ii ate one with Chriſt, and 
Chriſt with us. His Explanation runs thus, 
* 110; If we come to it with ſuch Diſ- 
<« poſitions of Mind as become Chriſtians, Sc. 
« We ſhall then with theſe Diſpoſitions of 
« Mind come to good Purpoſe. By our 
t Faith, and ſincere accepting him, as our 
hr Maſter, we ſhall come up to the full Mean- 


© ing of that Expreſſion in the Goſpel, in 


&« which his Followers were called upon to 
& eat his Fleſb and drink his Blood; in a ſpiri- 
% tual or religious Senſe embracing his Do- 
« ctrine, as the Food and Life of our Souls. 


„„ We ſhall then be ſo acceptable to Chriſt, 


te that we may be faid (by a ſtrong Fi- 
6 gure of Speech) to dwell in Sou and be in 


. us; that is, that Chriſt and Y/?, to all the 


ns * Intents 


1 


< Intents arid Purpoſes of true Religion, 


4 ſhall be in ee Friendſhip and Union, 
e partaking of the good Spi- 

<c tot his Goſj pel (Reader note that Expre//i _ 

< and he receiving us, and doing all good Of- 


<« together: 


<< fices to us, as his true Diſciples and Fol- 
„ lowers.” Now this Explanation by no 
Means agrees with the Words of the Exhor- 
tation : The Exhortation plainly ſpeaketh of 


eating Chriſt's Fleſh and drinking his Blood, by. 


receiving this Sacrament ; on the other hand, he 


ſpeaks of eating Chriſt's Fleſh and drinking 


his Blood, not by eating and drinking in this 
Sacrament, but by Faith, And by eating 
Chriſt's Fleſh and drinking his Blood, he un- 
derſtands embracing bis Doctrine, as the Food 
and Life of our Souls: So that according to 
him, the Exhortation runs thus, For as 


<< the Benefit is great, if with a true penitent 
Heart and lively Faith, we receive that 


Holy Sacrament; for then we embrace 
« Chriſt's Doctrine, as the Food and Life of 
„ our Souls.“ But we have already proved, 
that by eating and drinking his Fleſh and 
Blood, Chriſt means, eating and drinking his 
Sacramental Body and Blood, that which is 
his Body and Blood in Power and Effect, by 
Means of the Bleſſing and Preſence of the 
Life giving Spirit: And a Man muſt firſt 
embrace Chriſt's Doctrine, before he can receive 
this Holy Sacrament to his real Comfort and 
Advantage. So that our Author's Explana- 
tion, to ſay the beſt of it, is vaſtly wide of 
the Purpoſe. The plain Senſe and Meaning 
of our Church in thoſe Words, .is undoubtedly 

This; 3 then we ſpiritually eat the Fleſh of Cri 
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und drink bit Blood, i. e. as we eat and drink in 
a worthy Manner, ſo we eat and drink to our 


Souls great Advantage, that which is Chriſt's 
Body and Blood in Power and Effect, by 
means of the Power of the Life giving Spirit, 
going along with it: Then we dwell in Chriſt 
and Chriſt in us: We are one with him, and Cbriſt 
with us, by means of the one Spirit commu- 
nicated to us. 

The Sacramental Body and Blood of Chriſt, 
are in this Exhortation called Holy Myſteries: 
“ Not in the common Senſe of the Word, 
„ (ſays our Author, Page 113) as it has been 
<6 uſed to ſignify either a thing /ncompreben- 
«© ſible to our Underſtandings, or a Matter 
«ſtill hidden from us.“ But I muſt beg 
leave to obſerve, that the Sacramental Body 
and Blood of Chriſt are made his Body and 


Blood in Power and Effect, by the Real, thoꝰ 


"Inviſible, Power and Communication of the 
Life-giving Spirit: Which becauſe it is not to 
be perceived by the outward Senſes, and be- 


cauſe we know not the Manner, how the Spi- 


rit is Inviſibly, but Really, preſent to render 
the Holy Symbols, the Spiritual Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, therefore upon theſe Ac: 


counts the Church of England, (as did the 
primitive Church) calls the Holy Symbols, 
Holy Myſteries. | ; 


£ 


And whereas our Author is pleag'd to aſſert 
Page 77, 79, that he who eats and drinks 


„with a ſerious Remembrance of Chriſt, his 


«© Maſter, performs this Duty worthily, i. e. 
«* ſuitably to the End and Deſign of it; 


yea and takes a great deal of Pains, Page 81, 
83, 85, 88, to prove that a Man may be a 
Oy willful 
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. 
willful, habitual Sinner; and yet perform this 
Duty aright, if he does but /ertoufly remember 
Chriſt's Body broken and Blood ſhed, at the 
Time of his Eating and Drinking: I cannot 
but obſerve . how directly contrary. this is to 
the expreſs, Doctrine of our Church. For af. 
ter the Exhortation, the Prieſt is directed to 
lay ; Ze that do truly and earneſtly repent you 
of your Sins, and are in Love and, Charity with 


your Neighbours, and intend to lead a new Life, 


following the Commandments of God, and walking 

from benceforth in bis holy Ways; draw near with 
Faith, and take | this. Holy. Sacrament io your 
Comfort, &c. Does it not appear from hence 
to be the expreſs Doctrine of our Church, 

that a Man cannot take this Holy Sacrament 
to his Comfort, and therefore cannot receive 
it worthily, except he do iruly and earneſtly re- 
pent of his Sins, and is in Love and Charity 
with his Neighbours, and intends to lead a 
new Life, following the Commandments of 
God, Sc. And how will this conſiſt with 
our Author's Doctrine? or rather how will 
our Author's Doctrine agree with that, with 
vrhich it augbt to agree, i. e. with the Do- 
wine of our Church)! ET 

After the Triſagium the Prieſt is directed 
to pray thus, Grant us therefore Gracious Lord, 
ſo to eat the Fleſh of thy dear Son, and to drink 
his Blood, that our ſinful Bodies may be made 
clean by bis Body, and our Souls waſhd through 
his moſt precious Blood, and that wwe may ever- 
more dwell in bim, and be in us. Does not e- 
very one at firſt Sight ſee, that the Prieſt prays 
to God, that we may eat and drink this Holy 
- Communion, the Sacramental Body een 
n O 


5 | 4 1771 ; . 


of Chriſt, ſo that it may he to us his Body 
and Blood in Power and Effect, as conveying 
to us the Grace of the Divine Spirit, to enable 
us to cleanſe ourſelves from all Filthineſs, 
both of the Fleſh and Spirit? But our Author, 
being no Friend to divine Grace, as it ſignifies 
the Impreſſions and Influence of God's Spirit, - 


tells us the plain Meaningof the Words is this 


« Grant that we, tho* unworthy—may eat this 
% Bread and drink this Wine, which are now 
to be taken in Remembrance of the Fleſh 
* and Blood and Chriſt, ſo worthily—that 
« we may be acceptable to thee in it; 
* and that our Religious Attendance upon 


„this Rite, may prove one Mean of our an- 


„ ſwering the great End of our Bleſſed Lord's 
« living and dying for our Benefit ; he being 
* purified both in Soul and Body, and may help 
to lead us to a State of Holineſs, by which 
« alone we can hope to be in Union and 
« Friendſhip.” In Oppoſition to this cold 
Paraphraſe, and what he ſays, Page 116, to 
ſupport it, I deſire the Reader to obſerve, 


that the Prieſt does moſt expreſsly pray that 


our Bodies may be made clean by his (Chriſt's) » 
Body, #. e. his Sacramental Body, which i 
the means of conveying to us the Power F 
2 Spirit, to enable us to keep free from 
. 

« The Prayer called the Prayer of Conſe- 
<© cration follows next, ſays our Author. And 
«this is ſo framed, ſay he, that the whole Con- 
« gregation is ſuppoſed to join in the. one only Pe- 


« tition in it; and to ſhe you that it is not 
the peculiar Office of the Prieſt to ſay this 
Praye r, he writes the 


Word we in large dif- 
L. ferent 
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erent Letteis. So then it plainly appears, 
that according to his Notions there is either th 
no Conſecration of the Bread and Wine, or P. 
the People have as much Right and Power 5 
to conſecrate them, as the Prieſt: And ſo 7 
Tindal and our Author are no Enemies. But N 
the Reader will remember what we have al- do 
ready proved, that the Bread and Wine are do 
to be conſecrated, by being offered to God tec 
in Memory of Chriſt, with Prayer for a di- Ch 
vine Bleſſing; and that by the Prieſt, not by WII 
the People; for it was to the Apoſtles, and in he 
them to their Succeſſors and Subſittutes, that our for 
Lord faid, Do, or Offer, this for a Memorial fer 
of me. And according to our Lord's Inſti- but 
tution, our Church requires the Prieſt, and wil 
confines it to him alone, to ſay this Memorial he 
Prayer of Conſecration. When the Prieſt, * a, 
« ſtanding before the Table, ſays the Rubric, 45 
e hath ſo ordered the Bread and Wine, that Fug 
« he may with the more Readineſs and De- D 
„ cency break the Bread before the People bp 1 
cc (i. e. ſo that they may ſee the Action) and pr 


© take the Cup into his Hands, he (the Prieſt) | 
ce ſhall ſay, Ec.” Almighty God, &c.—Hear Au 
s O Merciful Father, we moſt humbly beſeech ou 
thee, and grant that we receiving theſe TaY 
Creatures of Bread and Wine, according to thy 
Son our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt's Holy Inſtitution, in that 
Remembrance of his Death and Paſſion, may be fron 


Partakers of his moſt bleſſed Body and Blood, &c. The 
In ͤ which Words the Prieſt dedicates, or offers, brat 
the Bread and Wine to God in Memory of 2 


Chriſt, praying that they may be to us the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt in Power and Effect, Rig 
by means of the Preſence and Bleſſing 1 — vis, 
: | ee ife- . 


„ tk 3 

Life giving Spirit. But our Author ſays 
that theſe Words do imply this Doctrine, 
Pag. 117, „ that to eat this Bread and drink 
4 ;bis Wine,—in a religious Remembrance of 
« Chriſt's Death, is truly and ſufficiently to 


« anſwer the End of the Inſtitution.“ What 


does he mean by bis Bread, and this Wine? 
does he mean Bread and Wine firſt conſecra- 
ted, by being offered to God in Memory of 
Chriſt, by a Commiſſion*d Officer of Chriſt, 


with Prayer for a divine ſpecial Bleſſing? No! 


he holds nothing of all this; he means there- 
fore, mere common Bread and Wine, dif- 
fering nothing from other Bread and Wine, 
but only in that they are eaten and drunk 
with a ſerious Remembrance of Chriſt. And 
he tells us himſelf, that this is his Meaning, 
Page 121. It is be alone, ſays he, (that is 


* the Lay-Communicant) who muſt by his 


% own inward Thought, and Application of 
c his Mind to the Remembrance of Chriſt, 


„„ make this Bread and this Wine different to 


«© himſelf, from Bread and Wine taken at a 
„common Meal: So that according to our 


Author's Notion, this Bread and this Cup is 
not beneficial to the worthy Communicant by 
any Bleſſing of the Divine Spirit, but it is He 


alone, that is, the worthy Communicant alone, 
that makes this Bread and this Cup to differ 
from a Common Meal, by bis own inward 
Thought and Application to the Remem- 
brance of Chriſt. And accordingly he ſinks 
down the above Words of the Prieſt, (which 
the People, according to him, have as much 


Right to uſe as the Prieſt) thus low, Page 117, 
vis, That we may, by the ſincere Performance of 
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this Part of our Chriſtian Duty, (i: e, by eating 


Bread and Wine with a ſerious Remembrance 
of Chriſt) be led (not by the Impreſſions of 
divine Grace convey'd in and by this Ordi- 
nance, for that he denies p. 136.) to the Pra- 
dice of that Univerſal Righteouſneſs to which 
Chriſtanity obliges us; and by theſe Means be prepa· 


red and qualified to partake of all the Benefits of 


Cbriſt's Body broken, and Blood ſbed. But let 
the Reader obſerve the plain, natural Senſe of 
theſe Words, which the Prieſt ſpeaks to God, 
when he is making the Memorial, which 
Chriſt commanded to be made: Grant that we 
receiving theſe thy Creatures of Bread and Wine, 
according to thy Son our Saviour Feſus Chriſt's 
Holy Inſtitution, in Remembrance of his Death and 
Paſſion (he ſays, theſe 1HVY Creatures dedica- 
ting and offering them to God in Memory of 
Chriſt, according to Chriſt's own Inſtitution) 
may be Partakers of bis moſt bleſſed Body and Blood, 
he prays that the Bread and Wine offered. by 
him to God in Memory of Chriſt, may be- 
come to us the Body and Blood of Chriſt in 


Power and Effect, by the Preſence and Bleſ- 
ſing of the Divine Spirit. He declares them 


to be God's Creatures in à more eſpecial 
Manner, then given or offered to him, and 
prays for a divine ſpecial Bleſſing upon them. 
And this is ſo peculiar a Part of the Prieſt's 
Office, that whatever Lay man ſhall preſume 
to ſay this Prayer, he prophanes God's Or- 
dinance and ihvades the Prieſthood : The 
People indeed ate juſtly required to ſay an 
hearty Amen; by which they expreſs their 
hearty Deſire and humble Requeſt to God, 
that the Miniſtration of his Prieſt, and the 
* Wiemoria 
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L Lon - 
Memorial by him made, may be acceptable to 
the effectual Pleading of the Covenant. But 
if they exceed their proper Office, and pre- 
tend to repeat the Prayer of Conſecration, 
they muſt be told, that no Man taketh ibis Ho- 
nour (of offering Gifts and Sacrifices for Men) 
unto himſelf, but he that is called of God as-was 
Aaron: And if any one ſhall preſume to do 
otherwiſe, the Inſtances of King Saul, 1 Sam. 
xiii. and of King Uzziab, 2 Chron; xxvi. may 
ive him 2 ry that 8 A 
leſſing, he will pull down a Curſe upo 
himſelf” 1 5 ! Prof) 827 ks 
Our Author goes on to explain away the 
Life and Soul of thoſe propitiatory Words, 
made uſe of by the Prieſt, at the Delivery of 
the Bread and the Cup to every Communicant. 
The Body of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, which was 
given for thee, preſerve iby Body and Soul unto e- 
verlaſting Life. The Meaning of which, our 
Author ſays (p. 119.) is this, That the 
* real Body of Chriſt, long ago offered up 
„ upon the Croſs ;. or that the Sufferings of 
«+ Chriſt may effectually anſwer that good 
e Purpoſe, | for which they are deſign d; and 
„ move and influence you ſo in the Virtuous 
6 Conduct of your whole Lives in this World, 
te that you may obtain his Promiſe of ever- 
_ < laſting Life in the World to come.“ But 
I defire the Reader to obſerve, whether the 
plain natural Conſtruction of the Words do 
not run thus; the Body of our Lord Jeſus, which 
was given (juſt now repreſentatively given, or 
offered, to God) for thee, preſerve 1hyBody 
and Soul unto Everlaſting Liſe. He takes the 
Repreſentative Body of Chriſt into his y"_ 
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and holds it to and before God, and prays that 
it may preſerve the Communicant* s Body and 


Soul unto everlaſting Life, by conveying to him 
the Grace and Power of the Spirit, to enable 
him to obſerve the Terms of the Covenant, 


and ſo to obtain everlaſting Life. The ſame, 


mutatis mutandis, may be ſaid of the Cup, the 
Repreſentative Blood of Chriſt. 


In the firſt Prayer, after the Lord's Prayer, 


in the Poſt-Communion are theſe Words; 
* moſt humbly beſeeching thee to grant, 
* that by the Merits and Death of thy Son 


* Jeſus Chriſt, and through Faith in his 


% Blood, we and all thy whole Church may 


"86 obtain Remiſſion of our Sins, and all o- 


„ ther Benefits of his Paſſion ———humbly 
© beſeeching thee, that all we who are Par- 
„ takers of this Holy Communion may be 


“ fulfilled with thy Grace and Heavenly Be- 
* nediction.“ Theſe Things, ſays our Au- 
thor, Page 127, are not ſpoken of, as ſeal- 


* ed to us, or procured for us, b this ſingle 


« Action of partaking worthily. of the Lord's 


$ Supper.” But the Reader will obſerve, 


that the Church directs the Prieſt to pray, that 


by abe Merits and Death of Cbriſt (which he had 
Juſt repreſented to God in the appointed Me- 
morials thereof) we and all bis whole Church 
may obtain, '&c. and that he is furthermore di- 
rected to pray, that all we who are Partakers 
of this Holy Communion, may be fulfilled with 
God's Grace and Heavenly Benediction: He plain- 


ly and expreſsly prays, that the Holy Com- 


munion, the ſacramental Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, then received, may become ſpiritual 
Strength to us, by Means of the Grace late 
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U | 
life-giving Spirit, conveyed to us, in and by 
this Holy Communion, this ſacramental Body 
and Blood of Chriſt, F 480 

Our Author goes on, agreeable to his own, 
Hypotheſis, to take a great deal of Pains 
Pages 129, 130, 131, to explain away the 
Life and Senſe of the Prayer next following. 
I ſhall not be tedious to the Reader in tranſcri- 
bing what he ſays, but ſhall. only deſire that 


it may be conſidered, whether the plain natu- 


ral Conſtruction of the Prayer, do not run 
thus; viz. Almighty and everliving God, we moſt 
heartily thank thee for that thou doſt vouchſafe to 


feed us, who have. duly received theſe Holy Myj- 


teries (the Holy Symbols of conſecrated Bread 
and Wine) with the ſpiritual Food of the moſt 


precious Body and Blood of thy Son our Saviour 
Feſus Chriſt (with that which is his Body and 
Blood in Power and Effect, by the Preſence 


and Bleſſing of the life-giving Spirit) and doſt 


aſſure us thereby (i. e. by this ſacramental Body 


and Blood of thy Son) of thy Favour and Good- 


_ neſs towards us; and that we are very Members 


incorporate in the myſtical Body of thy Son, which 
is the bleſſed Company of all faithful People ; and 
are alſo Heirs through Hope, of thy' everlaſting 
Kingdom, by the Merits of the Death and Paſſion © 
of thy dear Son. And we moſt humbly beſeech 
thee, O Heavenly Father, ſo to aſſiſt us with : 

Grace, that wwe may continue in that Holy Fel. 


_ lowfhip (into which thou doſt aſſure us by this 


Sacrament, that we are put) and do all ſuch 
good Works, as thou haſt prepared for us to walk 
in, through Feſus Chriſt our Lord, to whom &c. 
Our Author goes on, Page 133, Sc. to con- 
ſider whether any, or what Benefits are an 
OTC” « | / nexe 


. [80 ] | 
nexed to this Ordinance :- And has handle 
the plain Doctrine of our Church, in the 
Cburch- Catechiſin, as roughly as he has handled 

the Communion. Oifiſe. 
Some good Interpreters, he acknowledges, 


have expounded, as relating to the Lord's 
__— this Paſſage 1 Cor. xii. 13, For by 
one Spirit are we all baptized into ons Body, whe- 


ther we be Fetus or Gentiles, whether we be bond 


or free; and bave been all made to drink into one 
Spirit. He takes a great deal of Pains, and 

labours hard to little Purpoſe for 8 or 9 Pages, 
to prove, that the drinking into one Spirit, men- 
tioned in the Text, ſigniſies partaking of the 
extraordinary Gifts of working, Miracles, healing 
Diſeaſes, &c. But there is one thing in the 
very Text itſelf, which I think quite over- 
throws this Interpretation. When the Apo- 
ſtle ſays, we Have been all made to drink into one 
Spirit, he plainly means, all Chriſtians. By 
one Spirit, ſays he, are we all baptiz'd into one 
Boch, and have been all made to drink into one 
Spirit, The ſame All that are baptiz'd, the 
very ſame All are ſaid to drink into one Spi- 
rit. Now it is certain, that All Chriſtians did 
not partake of the Exiraordinary Gifts, nor 
were All Chriſtians intituled to them: but all 
Chriſtians either did, or atleaſt, as Chriſtians, 
were intituled to partake of the Lord's Sup- 
per. And the Reader will obſerve, that if 
this Text does relate to the Lord's Supper, it 
plainly ſpeaks of it, as that, whereby the Pow- 
er or Grace of the Spirit is communicated to 
us. But whether this particular Text relates 
to the Lord's Supper or not i that the ſacra- 


mental Body and Blood of Chriſt convey to a 
e | worthy 


_« and drinking 


1857 * 
worthy Receivers the Grace of the divine Spi- 
rit, is plain from our Lord's 6 Words, | 
John vi. 53» 54, 63. 5 

He denies that Pardon of 810. is derived 
to the worthy Communicant (Page 144.) in 
this Sacrament, or that it is the Conveyance 
of divine Grace, Page 154, 166, and elſe- 
where. And indeed I ſhould be of the ſame 
Mind, if I had the ſame low Notion of this 
Inſtitution. as he has, That the whole of it 
« is no more than a bare eating. ſome Bread 
ſome Wine, with a ſerious 
« Remembrance of Chriſt, without any pre- 
« vious Conſecration of them into the ſpiritu- 
« al Body and Blood of Chriſt, by an Obla- 
<« gion of them to God as the Repreſentatives 
« of his Body and Blood, and an Invocation 
« for the Preſence and Bleſſing of the life-gi- 
« ving. Spirit by a commiſſion'd Officer of 
« Jeſus Chriſt.” But I have proved that the 
Lord's Supper is a propitiatory Oblation, 
made. by Chriſt's own Appointment to God, 
to move him to be gracious and favourable to 
us, in the Pardon of our Sins, and in confirm - 
ing to us the other Benefits of Chriſt's Paſſion; 
and conſequently it is to all worthy Receivers 
the Seal of Pardon, and the Conveyance of 
divine Grace. 

To call this Sacrament the Food of our 
Souls, he tells us Page 161, is a miſtaken Ex- 
6 preſſion, from which there is great Danger; 3 
« becauſe the Rite itſelf conſiſting in cating 
« Bread and drinking Wine, the Expreſſion 
« is apt to convey. the Notion of ſomething, 
10 mechanically, or miraculouſly convey d at the 


«© * time into he 200, which is Food to 


| Li. 
<< that, as the Bread eaten is to the Body.” 
But let us hear him who is the Way and the 


Truth, our bleſſed Lord the Founder of this 


holy Inſtitution, ſpeaking thus, Yerily, verily, 
T ſay unto you, be that feedeth on my Fleſh and 
maketh my Blood his Drink, hath eternal Life, 
hath that within him, viz. the Power of the 
Spirit, which will fit and prepare him for eter- 
nal Life: and again, 1t is the Spirit that giveth 
Life, aſſuring us that the Power of the Spirit 
is convey'd in and by his ſacramental Body 
and Blood, to all worthy Communicants. 
It is another very great Miſtake in our Au- 
thor's Account, Page 164, to call this Sacra. 
ment the Renewal of the New Covenant, on 
our Part; and the Seal of it on God's Part. 
Upon this he ſpends 10 or 12 Pages; and 
never was greater Waſte of Paper than here; 
where he has not one Argument to the Pur- 
poſe. He either willfully or ignorantly ſup. 
poſes, that by celebrating the Lord's Supper, 
we canhot be ſaid to renew our Covenant, be- 
cauſe, (as he will have it) the Covenant can- 
not be renew?d unleſs it has been firſt total)) 
_ forfetted. If this Argument proves any thing, 
it proves too much; for if God's covenanted 
Favour be once totally forfeited, (which, if it 
means any thing, muſt mean, if we are ſo 
fallen as to have no Title, no Claim left on any 
Score to God's covenanted Favour) then I do 
inſiſt upon it, that there is no Way left to e- 
new the Covenant; for if we may have the 
Privilege or Favour to renew the Covenant, 
in any Way or Manner, then it is plain we 
have not totally forfeited God's covenanted Fa- 
vour: But in the preſent Argument it is ſup- 
18 Je =» | poſed 
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poſed, that there muſt be firſt a total Forfei- 
ture of God's covenanted Favour, before the 
Covenant can be renewed. ; which is abſurd. 


Wherefore before he argues againſt renewing 


the Covenant, from the ſuppoſed Neceſſity of 


a foregoing total Forfeiture of all the Benefits of 
it, he ſhould have told us what will amount to 
ſuch a total Forfeiture ; otherwiſe his Argu- 
ment concludes nothing to the Purpoſe. _ Tho? 
if I take him right he ſeems to argue, that 
there can be no ſuch Thing (in this Life) as a 
total Forfeiture of the Covenant, and conſe- 
quently no ſuch thing as a Renewal of it. 
In the next Paragraph Page 166, He alters 
his Phraſe, and talks of a Re. eſtabliſbment 
of the Chriſtian Covenant on our Part, after 
it has been halten by our Sins: Whereas 


before he had been talking of renewing it af- 
ter it had been totally forfeited: Thus by the 
| unſettled Uſe of Words, and the Alterations 


of Phraſes he amuſes the Reader by confoun- 
ding and perplexing the true State of the 
Queſtion, But ſays he, „the Re-eftabli/bment 
e of the Chriſtian Covenant on our part, if 
it has been ſhaken by our Sins, can be only 
*« compaſſed by that aZual Amendment, which 


is Part of the Covenant.” I ſuppoſe he 


means, that according to the Terms of the Co- 


venant, we cannot hope for God's full Favour 


and Acceptance without the actual Amend- 
ment of our Lives. Well and what then? 
Does it therefore follow that Aſſurances cannot 
paſs between God, and the humble penitent 
Chriſtian; that the one will go on to obſerve 
the Terms of the Covenant for the future, 
and that the other, if that be done, will not 
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fail to make kim Partaker of the full Benefits 
of the Covenant? To ſhew the Vanity of our 


Author's Reafoning, I need only put the 
Caſe : Suppoſe you and I ſhould enter into a 
Covenant; cannot we from time to time re- 
new or keep up this Covenant, by giving one 
another repeated Aſſurances, that we will each 
of us ſtand to dur Part of the Covenant? Or 
even ſuppoling that I have not exactly anſwer- 
| thi Covenantz yet upon my 
hearty Acknowledgments and Profeſſion of 
greater Care 'for the fucure, 'cannot you give 
me a repeated Aſſurance, that if I do fo for 
the future, you will ſtand to your Part of the 
Covenant? I will not ſay that this does e 
anſwer the Caſe in Diſpute; But T apprehend, 
it will ſufficiently ſhew the Vanity'of 'our Au- 
thor's Reaſoning. But ſays our Author, we 
„ may acknowledge our Obligation to keep 
„ the Covenant, by a verbal Profeſſion of 
* our Faith“ (Page 164). Well, and ſo we 
may; but where is the viſible, outward Pledge 
and Aſſurance, on God's Part? This is to be 
had only in the Sacrament of the Altar. | 
Our Author goes on, Page 167, to argue 
as weakly, „that the Lord's Supper cannot 
* be the Seal of the Chriſtian Covenant on 
«© God's Part: Becauſe (as he aſſerts) the rea! 
& "Blood of Chriſt, as ſhed for us, or in other 
& Words, his Death, is the only Seal of the 


«© Covenant.” As if becauſe the Goſpel Co- 


venant was confirmed by the Death of 
Chriſt, therefore God cannot give us a re- 
peated, viſible Aſſurance that he will ſtand 
to it! Who ſees not the Weakneſs and the 


Vanity of ſuch Sort of Reaſoning? If I was 


diſpos'd 


4 


"very he has made Page 171. 
„ That Chrift's real Blood anſwers to the 


of Chri 


0851. 
diſpos d to.cavil, I ſhould ſhew his Renſo 
in the following Part of the Paragraph, _ 


very dllogical, 15 that he uſes the ſame Word 


in the ſame Argument in two different Senſes. 


He uſes Chriſt's Death, and Chriſt's Blood, as 


ſynonymous Terms: And yet in the former 
Part of his Argument he uſes the Term 
Chriſt's Blood or Chriſt's Death, for the ſbed- 
ding of his Blood, or for his undergoing Death; 
and then in his Conclufion he Uſes Chriſt's 
Blood, not for the ſhedding of it, but for his 
very Blood Fed. This every one knows to be 


_ contrary to the true Rules of Argument; and 


conſequently ſuch a ſort of Arguinent proves 
nothing. 

And here I cannot paſs by a notable Diſco- 

He tells us, 


4 Blood of the Sacrifices under the Law.” 
But he had told us Page 168, That Chriſt's 
6 Blood was the Seal of the Goſpel· Covenant 
& becauſe his Death was a Proof, that the 
« Terms brought by him to Mankind from 


«© God, were truly what he had repreſented 


ec them to be.” What will he fay, That the 
Blood of the Sacrifices under the Law, was ibe 
Seal of the Law-Covenant, as being a Proof that 


the Terms brought by Moſes, were truly what he 
Had repreſented them to be? And yet this he 


muſt ſay, if he will maintain, that the Blood 

if, as a Proof of his Doctrine, anſwers 
to the Blood of the Sacrifices under the Law. 
In © Oppoſition to this, I defire the Reader to 


obferve, that the Law-Sacrifices, as they were 
_ _ "offered by the Prieſts, litterally were Plead- 
mgs of the Covenant, made with Abraham and 


nu 


(6! N 
with Moſes, in behalf of the whole Jewiſb Na- 
tion, and Acknowledgments of God's Juſtice 
and Mercy in reſpect of temporal Life, and 
the Bleſſings of the Land of Canaan: But as 
they were myſtical, | they were all Repreſenta- 
tions of Chriſt's Prieſthood ;. Claims and Plea- 
dings of the Mercy promis'd in the Covenant 
of Grace, founded on the Sacrifice and Prieſt- 
hood of Jeſus Chriſt. This, as far as I can 
learn, has been the Judgment of all ſound Di- 
vines. Hence the Blood of the Sacrifices was 
called the Blood of the Covenant, as being lite- 
rally the Pleading of the Temporal Covenant, 
myſtically the Pleading of the Covenant of 
Grace, procured by the Blood, and founded 
on the Sacrifice and Prie/thood of Chriſt, But 
that I may not tire my Reader by running 
\ thro? every weak Argument our Author uſes, 
I deſire it may be remembred, that I have pro- 
ved the Lord's Supper to be a Feaſt upon a 
Sacrifice of Bread and Wine, offered to God, 
as Repreſentatives of Chriſt's Body and Blood. 
NowsSacrifices were always accounted covenant- 
ing Rites, with that God to whom they are offer- 
ed; and this in the Scripture Account, as the 
Reader may be ſatisfied, only by conſulting 
Pſalm l. 5. Leviticus ii. 13. And therefore, 
fince the Lord's Supper is a Feaſt on a Sacri- 
fice offered to the true God, it is the Way 
and means of covenanting and holding Com- 
munion with him: to which the Apoſtle bears 
_ Witneſs, 1 Cor. x. 16, 22. where his Parallel 
requires, that as by drinking the Cup of Devils, 
e hold Fellowſhip, or Communion, with Devils, 
ſo by drinting the Cup of the Lord, we hold Fel- 
lowſhip, or Communion, with the true 109 

| n 


9 mw 


A. 1 


| EG en, Boe Bo. So. a 7. 208. 


167 


And if the Reader will call to mind, that Chriſt 


himſelf was the Founder of this Repreſentative 
Sacrifice in the Lord's Supper, he will pre- 
ſently ſee, that it is the appointed Way of co- 
venanting with God; I mean of renewing and 
keeping up from time to time that Covenant, 


into which we firſt entered at and by our Bap- f 


tiſm. And hence the Reader may perceive 
how weakly, how direfly againſt himſelf, our 
Author argues, Page 171, That the Lord's 


«© Supper cannot be a covenanting Kite, be- 
© cauſe it ſucceeds in the Place of the Paſ- 
% over: whereas the Paſſover was a Feaſt 


upon a Sacrifice, and conſequently (as I have 
ſhewn) a covenanting Rite. The Lord's Sup- 
per therefore (notwithſtanding all our Author 


has ſaid to the contrary) is a covenanting Rite, 
in which we bind ourſelves to keep the Terms 


of the Chriſtian Covenant, and God gives us 
viſible Aſſurances in the Pledges of his Son's 
Body and Blood, that he will make us Parta- 
kers of the Benefics of the Covenant: It is the 
Means of holding Communion with God, in 
that we give to him the appointed Repreſenta- 
tions of his Sons Body and Blood, and he re- 
turns hem to us, for a ſpiritual Banquet, full 
of Life and Spirit: The true Notion of Com- 
munion conſiſting in giving and receiving: And 
the ſerious Reader is deſired to conſider, whe- 
ther upon a fair and impartial Examination, 
there can be any Communion with God, in the 
Old and New Teſtament Notion of Commu- 
nion with him, without the partaking of a 


material Sacrifice offered to him. The Jews 
had their Communion with God, by parta- 
5 king of the Sacrifices offered to him: And 


Chriſtians 
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Chriſtians have their Communion with him b 


partaking of the Repreſentative. Sacrifice o 
to him, "of his Son's. Body and Blood. 


See x Cor, x. 16-22, 17 
And now if you would know, what Benefit 
attends the Performance of this Duty ; why 
he will tell you; That it is indeed your 
« Duty, to eat ſome Bread and drink ſome 
« Wine, in any Manner whatever that is u- 
« ſually practiſed at a common Meal ( nay he 
8c tells you Page 53, it would do as well up- 
46 on the Floor, if it was the Cuſtom to eat 
c upon the Ground) with a ſerious Remem- 


A Bn 


ce brance of Chriſt, and when you have done 


< this, you may beſure you have done a Duty; 
< and that is all; as for any immediate Con- 
« ſequent Benefit, it is deluding ourſelves, 
&« Page 116.” a fond and groundleſs Imagination 
Page 157, a mere Dream Page 181, and 
what not? O Sancte Feſu ! what Ears can bear 
this, without being ſhocked ? | 


And now Reader, make no Wonder at his 


following low, jejune, Interpretations of our 


Church Catechiſm, moſt plainly repugnant 


to the plain Natural Senſe, Our -Church 
holds two Sacraments as generally neceſſary 
to Salvation: And defines a Sacrament to be 
« an outward and viſible Sign of an inwar 
c and ſpiritual Grace, given unto us, ordain- 
ed by Chriſt himſelf, as a means whereby 


esc we receive the ſame (inward and ſpiritual 
e Grace) and a Pledge to aſſure us thereof.” 
Now ſays our Author, Page 191, In parta- 
« king of the Lord's Supper, we may be ſaid 
de to receive a Sacrament in the preſent Senſe 
« of that Word, as we receive Bread and 
N 6 
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„„ 
„% Wine, which are outward and viſible Signs 
<< of thoſe/inward and ſpiritual Mercies” (tho? 


by the Way,” it will be an hard Matter to 


know what he means by his inward and ſpi- 
ritual Marcies) which are given to us by our 
„ Lord, upon the Terms of his Religion; 


** and theſe Signs ordained to this Purpoſe of 
_ £6 Remembrance, by Chriſt himſelf 3 and 


„ upon this Account to be conſidered "as 
% Means (amongſt others) tending to that 
« Chriſtian Behaviour, Sc.“ A Means ten- 
ding to that Chriſtian Behaviour, which will 
at laſt entitle us to thoſe Mereies; how, by 


conveying any inward and ſpiritual Grace to us? 


no, he elſe where even laughs at the Notion of /#- 
Per natural Favours, to be con vey'd in and by 
the outward Signs, Page 181, and rells us 
Page 156, It is no good Senſe of the Phraſe, 
Means of Grace, to call the Lord's Supper a 
Means of Grace, as conveying any inward ſu- 


pernatural Benefit, or Impreſſions. But our 


Church, on the contrary, aſſerts that he out- 
ward Sign f in the Sacrament, is ordained to be 
the Means of conveying the /ame inward and 
ſpiritual Grace, N 8 is APIS by the out- 
ward Sign. | 
The Anfwer to this Queſtioti; Why was the 
Sacrament of the Lordis Supper ordained] is, in 
our Church Catechiſm, viz. For «the continual 
Remembrance of the Sacrifice of the Death of 
Chriſt, and of the Benefits which we recerve- 
thereby. We ſee, ſays he Page 147, lt is for the 
« Remembrance of all the Benefits which are 
<«-promiſedto be beſtowed uponus by means of 
«© 'Chriſt ;-and'not for the actual Recerving thoſe 
os IE” that our Church declares this Rite 
N *to 
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<< tobe 'ordained.” And yetour Church expreſſ- 
ly teaches, that in the Lord's Supper, our 
Souls are ſtrengthened and refreſhed by the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, as our Bodies are 
by the Bread and Wine. When our Church 
ſays, The Lord's Supper was ordained for 
% the continual. Remembrance, Sc.“ It is 


plain, this refers to our Sa viour's oα)n Words, 


Do ibis in Remembrance of, for a Memorial, 
of ne: The. plain Meaning therefore of chat 

Anſwer is, For the making a. continual Me- 

% morial. before God of the grand Sacrifice of 


6 Chriſt, and therehy for the continual plead- 


t ing the Benefits of the Covenant purchaſed 
c thereby: Or in other Words, For the 
< bringing of the Grand Sacrifice of Chriſt's 
« Body and Blood, and the Covenant of 
Grace, the Sum of. the Benefits purchaſed 


« for us thereby, into continual Remem- 


© brance before God, that he may ſee and 
« behold the one (the Sacrifice of Chriſt) in 


* the appointed Repreſentations thereof, and 


s ſo remember the other (the Covenant of 


„ Grace) for our Good.” Our Church doth 


herein plainly teach us, that the Lord's Sup- 
per was ordained, To bring the Sagrific ol 


Chriſt's. Death,. P's the Covenant. of G 


purchas'd thereby, into —— —— 


before God, and that by unavoidable Conſe- 


quence, for the applying and Foakeming the 


Benefits thereof to us. | 
Our Author therefore doth our Church 


much Wrong, as in this, ſo in what follows. 
The Anſwer to this Queſtion, bat is the in- 
ward part, or thing fignify'd in the Lord's Sup- 


. ? Is, The Bad) and Blood of Chriſt, which 
are 


Kean e 

are verily and indeed taken, and received by the 
Faithful in the Lord's Supper. © Theſe, ſays 
«© he, may be ſaid to be received by the Faith-- 


ful i. e. Believers, as they alone ſincerely 


« and ſeriouſly eat this Bread, and drink this. 
“ Wine, in Memory of Chrift's Body and 
% Blood, Page 148. For my part I have 
conſidered theſe Words over and over again, 
_ for the Heart of me, I cannot conceive, 
manner of Senſe, in which the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt may be ſaid to be received by 
thoſe, who receive only mere Bread and Wine: 
And our Author over and over again makes 


the ſacramental Bread and Wine, to be no more 


than mere Bread and Wine, only eaten and 
drunk with a ſerious Remembrance of Chriſt. 
Nay, he himſelf cannot make it out: The, 
% Body and Blood of Chriſt may be ſaid to be : 
«. received, ſays he: But our Church ſays, 
that they are verily and indeed received by. 
the Faithful in the Lord's Supper, not /ub- 
fantially, (for our Church has elſewhere over 
and over again, declared her Abhorrence of a 

Tranſubſtanliation) but in Power and Effect. 
The Bread and Wine are the Repreſentations, 
of Chriſt's Body and Blood ; yea and they 
are (as I have already proved) bis Body and 


Blood in Power and Efes: The Faithful there- 


fore i. e. all worthy Receivers, do verily and 
indeed receive that, which is his Body and 
Blood in Power and Effect, by Means of the 
life- giving Spirit, and conſequently they do 
partake in the Benefits purchaſed by the 80004 : 
Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body and Blood, i. . 
Pardon and Grace, and have their Covenant 
Title to Happineſs farther confirm'd to them. 
N 2 . 


[92] 

Hence our Church rightly teaches us, in An- 
ſwer to this Queſtion, What are the Benefits 
of which we are Partakers thereby ?: that they 
are The Strengthening and Refreſhing of our Souls, 
by the Body and Blood. of Chriſt, as our Bodies are 
by the Bread and Wine, That is, ſays our Au- 
thor pag. 162, As Bread and Wine, conſi- 
«© dered only as nalural Food, ſtrengthen and 
& refreſh our Bodies; ſo this Bread and 
« Wine, conſidered and taken as Memorials 
< of the Body and Blood of Chriſt our Maſ- 
ter, lead us by their peculiar. Tendency, 
to all ſuch Thoughts and Practices, as are | 
« indeed the Improvement and Health of our t 
Souls.“ Obſerve, The Bread and Wine t 
«© received with a ſerious Remembrance of ſi 
« Chriſt, lead us by their (own) peculiar Ten- y 
os deney; for he denies any Grace, or di- ſ 
vine Influence and ſupernatural Aſſiſtance to is 
be convey'd to us, in or by this Ordinance. it 
A ſerious. Remembrance of Chriſtin our Minds, n 
may indeed with Juſtice be ſaid, to have a 0 

Tendency to lead us to ſuch Thoughts and 
Practices, as are the Improvement and Health D 
n 
1 


a W KF K M ww aA A 


N 


K 


— 
* 


— —-— 2 


of our Souls: But that the mere Bread and 

Wine can have any ſuch Tendency, peculiar 
Tendency, in the Nature of the Thing, (and 2 
n our Author never goes any farther than the 10 
— natural Tendency of a Thing in itſelf) cannot $f 
\ be imagin'd. Bur let that be as it will: Our 1 
Author aſſerts, that our Souls are. ſaid to be c 
ſtrengthened and refreſped in the Lord's Supper; ; Is 
for this Reaſon, via. Becauſe the Bread and F 
Wine, eaten and drunk in a ſerious Remem- (. 
«© brance of Chriſt, do by their own peculiar tl 
ws Fee lead us to ſuch Thoughts and | ( 

„Practices, 
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4 Practices, as are: indeed the Improvement 
| inſuf- 
ficient Reaſon truly! Whereas our Church 
plainly teacheth, That as the Bread and 


and Health of our Souls.” A very 


ec the Wine, conſider'd as ſuch, do ſtrength- 


c en and refreſh our Bodies; fo conſider'd 


„ and received, as what they really are, viz. 
ce the Body and Blood of Chrift in Power and 
Effect, they do ſtrengthen and refreſh our 


„ Souls, by Means of the Power and Grace 


<« of the Divine Spirit, convey'd to us there- 
% by:“ Agreeable to what our Lord has 


ſaid, It is the Spirit that giveth Life; aſſuring us 
that the Power of the life. giving Spirit, God 
the Holy Ghoſt, is convey'd in and by his 
ſacramental Body and Blood. Thus Reader, 


you ſee how much our Author has miſrepre- 


ſented the Doctrine of our Church, which it 
is ſaid, whether truly I know not, that he is 


in a more eſpecial Manner bound, not only to 


maintain himſelf, but to ſee it maintained by 
others. e 80 E 057 
But before I leave this Head, I muſt take 


of 


Notice of ane more remarkable Declaration, 
made by out Author: He aſſerts pages 160, 


174, ** That Prayer is abſolutely diſtinct from 
the Participation of the Lord's Supper, 
and that the Communion would be as com- 
© pleat without it, as with it.“ From hence 


I gather the Full of our Author's Notion con- 
cerning the Lord's Supper; viz. that as there 


is no Oblation or Conſecration, no need of 


Prieſt or Prayer, either Verbal or Mental; 
(for ſo his Words plainly ſeem to imply) ſo if 


three or four Perſons lying on the Ground, 
(if it was the Cuſtom to eat our Victuals upon 


the 
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1 [ 94] | "2 
8 the Ground) ſhould eat ſome Bread and drink 86 
„ ſome Wine, provided they do but think ſeri- 60 
WE! | ouſly of Chriſt, while they are eating and a 
14 drinking, they would perform the oe of be 
. the Duty, and that worthily too. A poor, R 
SE low, | degrading Notion indeed! But I have = 
VW or already proved, that Chriſt offered Bread and $$ 
j 1948 Wine to God with a Prayer for a divine ſpe- 58 
1 cial Bleſſing upon them; and commanded 6 
19405 and commiſſioned his Apoſtles, and in them 11. 
ES their Succeſſors and Subſtitutes, ''the Biſhops T 
\ HY and Prieſts of the Chriſtian: Church, to do the th 
Hy ſame for a Memorial of him. I deny not but 4 
131 the ſolemn Oblation of the Bread and Wine by th 
. the Prieſt, as the appointed Repreſentations ſo 
"AY of Chriſt's Body and Blood, is more powerful = 
_ or available with God, than any verbal Peti- ve 
1 tions for Pardon and Acceptance, as being the th 
(1:4 inſtituted Claim and Pleading of the Covenant Ci 
18 of Grace: But then it is to be noted, that, by of 
Wh our Lord's Inſtitution, the Prieſt is not only Ve 
1 to offer the appointed Repreſentations of his Sc 
4/04 Body and Blood to God, for Pardon and Ac- he 
RH ceptance, but alſo ro bleſ them, in the Senſe. he 
Ui i of procuring a divine ſpecial Bleſſing upon V 
WH them, that they may be to us the Body and "i 
„ Blood of Chriſt in Power and Effect, and ſo „ 
1 the Con veyance of divine Grace: And there-* m 
„ fore this divine Service of the Sacrament of a; 
AN the Altar, cannot be perform'd, as not with- di 
471 out a Prieſt, ſo not * * ** of the | in 
Pace... + = Wl 
And whereas our Pe all is pleag'd to tell 1 
his Reader, in his Appendix page 186, that ab 
«© this Inſtitution: is called the Communion, | re 
or the Holy Communion, becauſe it is a ta 
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TY Joint-partaking of Bread and Wine in Re. | 


«.,membrance of Chriſt, by which we declare 
«6. ourſelves, with all other Chriſtians, to be 


one Body: from what has been faid, the 


Reader will perceive the true Reaſon, why 
this Inſtitution is called by that Name, vi. 
% Becauſe we givꝰ or offer to God the appoin- 
te ted Repreſentations of his Sons Body and 
% Blood, and have them returned to us for a 
6, ſpiritual Banquet, full of Life and Spirit:“ 
The true and full Notion of Communion _ 
that of giving and receiving.” 

And now Reader, judge I pray you upon 
the whole, whether our Author has any Rea- 
ſon to ridicule the Doctrine of a repreſenta- 
tive Sacrifice in the Euchariſt; which is pro- 


ved to be the Doctrine of Chriſt, his Apoſtles, 


the primitive Writers, and the whole Catholic 


| Church for 1500 Years, which is the Doctrine 


of our Church to this Day, and which was ne- 
ver gainſaid till the Time of John Calvin, that 
Scandal to the Reformation; whether, I ſay, 
he has any Reaſon to ridicule this Doctrine as 
he does, under the Notion of a Stage- Play: 

Whether his Notion of the Lord's Supper be 
not wrong, and highly reflecting on the Chriſ- 
tian Scheme, viz. that the whole of it is no 
more than org eating and drinking mere un- 
ſanfiify'd Bread and Wine, (there being accor- 
ding to him, no Neceſſity for Prieſt or Prayer) 
in Remembrance of Chriſt, as of a Perſon corpo- 


rally abſent from his Diſciples. And whether, on 


the other hand, our Notion of it be not agree- 


able to the plain, natural Senſe of what we 


read about it in the New Teſtament, as it cer- 
tainly is to what the primitive Writers ſay of 
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| 196 1 N 
it, Dix. That it is a Memorial and Ne preſænta- | | 
tian made to God of the Sacniſce which Chriſt We 
once offered; wherem we ſet before God Bread und us 
Wine, as Figures or Images of ithe precious Blood 
of 'Chriſt ſhed ſor us, and of bis precivus Body, io lic 
put God, by theſe momorial Obiatiuns, in mind of De. 
him, and to beſerch God thereby to be merciful 10 l At 
bis Church and People, and to be mindful of the art 
Covenant of Grace, eſtabliſb'd on the Prieſthood de; 
and Sacrifice of Jeſus Chriſt. - According to us, thi, 


and we go according te Scripture and Antigui- 66 
ty, it is the inſtituted Claim and pleading of . 
| (66 


the Covenant of Grace, and by Conſequenee, 
the Seal of Pardon and the Conveyance of di- tur 
vine Grace: But according to him who ſtands . Inff 
upon his own Legs all along, it is an empty, apf 
barren Rite, no pleading of the Covenant, 
no Seal of Pardon, no Conveyance of Divine 
Grace; to which (divine Grace) he appears 
to be ſo great a Stranger, that he either knows 
not what the Church of Chriſt means by it, or 
elſe he abſolutely denies it. And this brings 
me in the Fourth Place, to point out ſome 
Paſſages in his Book, which in their plain 
Conſtruction, contradict the received Faith 
and Doctrine of Chriſt's Church, in other 
Points, as well as in that of the Chriſtian Sa- 
criſice. Wo n 10 
In the firſt Place then: The Catholic Church 
maintains the Doctrine of Original Sin, and 
the Neceflity of divine Grace, by which ſhe 
underſtands a ſupernatural Influence and Aſſiſ- 
tance of the Holy Ghoſt, to move the Affec- 
- tions, and incline to Good, the perverſe Will 
of the fallen Sons of Adam, the Corruption of 
, whoſe Nature ſince the Fall is ſuch, that we = 
| ES neither 
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neither coill go 


wy 

od nor i good, without che 
Grace of God by Chriſt, preventing us that 
we may have à good Will, and working with 
us when we have a good Will. This, as it 
has been the conſtant Dectrine of the Catho- 


lic Church in general, ſo it is the profeſſed 
Doctrine of our Church in particular; (ſee 
Articles ix, x.) and whoever denies this is an 


arrant Pelagian. Now our Author has a great | 
deal in his Book, that looks very earneſtly. 
this way. Thus page 134. The Benefits 


received from all ſuch Performances, by 


reaſonable Creatures, cannot poſſibly be recei- 
© ved, but in a reaſonable way: (i. e. in a na- 
tural Way, in Oppoſition to all ſupernatural 
Influences; for ſo the very next Words make 
appear) „ Theſe Duties, how well ſoe ver 

« performed, cannot be ſuppoſed to operate 
« as Churnis, nor to influence us, as if we 
, ete only Clock-work, or Machines, to be 
4 acted upon by the arbitrary Force of a ſu- 
« perior Being. Words how reflecting up- 
on the inward: Influence and working of the 
Holy Ghoſt !] and how ſhocking to a Chriſtian 
Ear! Again, page 136, What reaſonable 
*. Creature would not be content with Benefits 
of this. Sort (i. e. ſuch: as proceed from :a 
+ Fhing'sown natural Tendency) without fan- 
„ cying'to himſelf Privileges, Communications, 
„ or Impreſſions from above.” So then, it 
ſeems ſupernatural Impreſſions are but - mere 
Fuancies. And preſently after, in the ſame 
Page; „In this way (i. e. in its own natural 
* not by any divine Influence, or ſu- 
peruatural Impraſſions) the Lord's Supper is 


2 one 1 deans 3 in every good 
243 O 8 << Senſe 
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del Senſe of that-Phraſe.” So then to call any | 
"thing a Means of Grate, in the Senſe of a di- 
vine ſupernatural Influence and Aſſiſtance, is,, 
in our Author's Opinion, no good Senſe of 3 4 
that Phraſe. And therefore in the very next | aga 
Words, he tells us,. The Lord's Supper, a 

% mongſt other Means, helps to render us fit! 

„ for all ſuch Aliſtances, as are proper for | © £ 
Cod to give to free and reaſonable Creatures.” It 
Therefore it is plain, that in our Author's O- Þ ** ( 
Pinion, ſupernatural Influences and Impreſſions, | * 
are not Aliſtances, proper for God to give ro ſh © 
free and | reaſonable Creatures. Hence it is, 
that he puts theſe Words into his Communi- | < 
cant's Mouth, page 125. Direct and aſſiſt Y *© 1 
me in all my Endeavours, by all ſuch Me- any 

% thods, as are proper (note the Expreſſion, W Wo 
as are proper) to move and aſſiſt thy fre: Aſſi 
& and reaſonable Creatures. What I Paul nal 
calls the Fruit of: the Spirit, i. e. the Graces ſo 3 
and Virtues wrought in us, by the Concur- tion 
rence and Co operation of the third Perſon of fror 

the bleſſed Trinity, our Author interprets Plac 
page 138, of the Chriſtian Spirit, 4he genuine II tiſm 
Work and Product of Chriſtianity ; which he calls teri, 
the good Spirit of the Goſpel, page 111, plainly Infa 

| meaning, by the Fruit of ibe Spirit, no more zed. 
: than the Chriſtian Temper and Diſpoſition of | Chu 
Mind, which is taught and required by the has 

. Doctrines of Chriſtianity. And page 181, he trar) 
repreſents the Notion of ſupernatural Favours © c 

as a mere Dream. In the Beginning of his U © p 

third Prayer, page 208, he has theſe Words, | © © 

p 

n 


« J earneſtly beſeech thee to forgive every | ©: 

„ Thought, every Word, and every Action,,“ 

"FR 2 which I * in the leaſt Degree offen- | © C 
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t ded: thee, or tranſgreſſed the Rules of Vir- 
tue and true Religion, from the Beginning 
c of my rational Life, to this Hour.“ And. 
again page 214. As his (Chriſt's) Diſciple, 
« intreat of thee the Pardon of Whatſoever, 
«© thou haſt ſeen amiſs in me, from the Be- 
6 ginning of my rational Life, unto this Day.“ 
It is true, he has theſe Words page 212, 
© Guide and govern me by thy Holy Spirit, 
c in my ſincere Endeavours: and page 243, 
«© Guide me by the Diſpoſitions of thy Provi- 
ce dence and good Spirit:“ And page 248, 
We beſeech thee to concur with us by thy 
6 Providence and good Spirit,“ Sc. But can 
any reaſonable Man believe, that in thoſe 


: 


a 


Words he defigns to pray for the ſupernatural. 


Aſſiſtance and divine Impreſſions. of the eter- 
nal Spirit, God the Holy, Ghoſt, when he has 
ſo plainly denied, yea and ridiculed the No- 
tion of ſupernatural Aſſiſtance and Impreſſions 
from above? .. But to proceed, in the ſecond. 
Place, the Catholic Church holds, that Bap- 


tiſm is the appointed Way and Means of en- 


tering into the Chriſtian Covenant, and that 
Infants not only may, but ought to be bapti- 
zed. This alſo is the expreſs Doctrine of our 
Church; ſee Article xxvii. But our Author. 
has one notable Paſſage that looks a quite con- 
trary way, page 170, The Covenant is ac · 
<< cepted and entered into by every Man, 


* perſonally on his own Part, at the Inſtant 


of his firſt ſincerely believing in Chriſt, and 
<< profeſſing himſelf his Diſciple. ' Before this 
no Rite can perſonally engage him in this 
Covenant; becauſe: no one can be . perſonally. 


engaged in a err which he has not 
I; * 


e perſonally 


* * — Bl 


l 0 


90 perſonally agreed to In which Words, if 


he means any thing, he plainly means, either 
that Baptiſm does not enter us into the Chriſ- 
tian Covenant, or, that Infants are not to be 
baptized: Both which are repugnant to the 
received Doctrine of Chriſt's Church. And 
thoꝰ the Catholic Church believes one Baptiſin 
for the Remiſſion of Sins (ſee the Nicene Creed); yet 
page 150, he ſeems not to allow any Benefir, 


or Privilege, actually obtained at the Time of 


* receiving Baptiſm worthily, or by means of 
< jt.” He does indeed allow Baptiſm to be a 
poſitive Duty, in the ſame Senſe as the Lord's 
Supper; but he plainly ſeems not to allow 
any immediate 2323 or Privilege, conſe- 
quent upon; or by means of Baptiſm, any 
more than he allows any immediate Benefit, or 
Privilege, conſequent upon,” or by means of 
the Lord's Supper. 4 

In the third Place, the Catholic Church 
maintains, that the Death of Chriſt was an A- 
tonement for Sin; a Satisfaction made for the 
Diſhonour done to God's Law, and to his At- 
tributes by Sin; that by his Death he purcha- 
ſed and procured for fallen Man, the favoura- 


ble AIlSwaness of che Covenant of Grace; 


and tliat we cannot be pardoned and accepted, 
and at laſt ſa ved, but only for the Sake, and 
by the Merits of Jeſus Chriſt. This is alſo 
the expreſs Doctrine of our Church (ſee Ar- 
tickes ni, xi.) ; and whoever , denies this, is a 
rank Sorimian. But there are many Paſſages 
in dur Author's Book, that look directly this 
Way. Thus, pages 20, 21, in his Comment 


x Phat of 1 Words of our Saviour, ''This-is = 


hood of the Neu 5 which in ed for 


the 
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tha Remiſſion of Sins, he makes him ſpeak 
thus, I call the Wine my Blood of the — 
4 Covenant, as it is to be drunk by you 
. hereafter, in Remembrance of my Blood, 

«. ſhed by me in Teſtimony to the Truth of all that 
&. have declared, as the Mill or Covenant of 
&. God yo—— I ſtyle this Cup, or this Wine, 
e the new Covenant in my Blood; becauſe 
% you are hereafter, thus to drink Wine in a 
0 Religious Remembrance of my Blood, in, 
% Or thro? which, after it ſhall-be ſhed, this 
« neu Covenant will be confirmed, as by. a Seal 
* or Teſtimony to the Truth of it; in order to af- 
e ſure you the more undoubtedly of the Remiſſion 
<<. of your Sins, ſtipulated in that Covenant, upon 
% true Repentance and Amendment. Again, 
page 120, l drink this Wine in a ſerious Re- 
* membrance of Chriſt's Blood ; which was 


4 Jed for me and for many, for the Remiſſion of 
, Sins ; that Blood which be freely ſhed, as a Seal 


t to ibe net Covenant, in whichbe promiſes in the 
« Name of God; Forgiveneſi and Favour upon 
e ur adtual Amendment. Obſerve Reader, 
in both theſe Paſſages he makes Chriſt's Death 
not an Aionement, or  Satisfattion for Sin, 
(which. is the Catholic Doctrine) but only a 
Seal or Teſtimony to the Truth of his Doctrine: 
He makes Chriſt to die, not to purchaſe For. 


gvene/s, but only to aſſure us, that our Sins 


all be forgiven upon our actual Amendment: 
He does not make the Death of Chriſt, to be 
a. Sucriſice for Sin, or to be the Parchaſe and 
Procurement of the new Covenant, but only 
that by his Death, as by a Seal or Teſtimony, 
he gave Proof, that he had declared Fruth, 
| ang ef Ep the Terms brought by: him to 3 
in 
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kind from God, were truly what he bad re- 
preſented them to be; as himſelf ſpeaks 
page 168. Wherefore Reader do not wonder 
at the following Paſſages.” Page 147, The 
« Lord's Supper was ordained for the Re- 
4 membrance of all the Benefits, which are 
«< promiſed to be beſtow'd upon us by means of 
4 Chriſt :!* Not which were purchaſed for us 
by the Serre of Chriſt's Death. Again, 
page 171, The Lord's Supper was inſtituted 
<« for the Remembrance of that Redemption, 
© or Deliverance of Chriſtians, which God 
e propoſed (obſerve Reader) to them, by Chriſt, 
sin his new Covenant: Not, which Chriſt pur- 
chaſed and procured for them; but which God pro- 
poſed to them by Chriſt, in the nem Covenant. 
If this be his — of Chriſt's Death, we 
need not wonder at what he ſays, page 197 3 
Neither could I here ſuffer myſelf to direct 
“ Chriſtians to aſk the Pardon of their Sins, 
e upon the bare Confeſſion of them; or to 
ts expect it merely upon their intreating For- 
< giveneſs for the Sake of Jeſus Chriſt; but 

© have thought it agreeable. to the Goſpel to 
make it their own Diſpoſition and Act, to 
cc aſk and expect Forgivenels as bis Diſciples, 
<© upon bis Conditions only, viz. the forſaking 
<< their. Sins; and the actual Amendment of 
ce their Lives.“ So then, it ſeems, we muſt 
aſk for, and expect Forgiveneſs only upon the 
dee of our on Repentance and Amend- 
But what Aſſurance can this Gentle- 


4 give me, that God muſt, or will, grant 


me Forgiveneſs, only upon the Account of my 
Repentanee and Amendment? Is my Repen- 


tance and Amendment for the future, any Sa-. 
br tisfaction 


Y 


[iefaBtion for paſt Tranſgreſſions? That Re- 
* and Amendment is the Condition of 


1.2031 


rdon, I will grant; and F will grant, that 


no one ought to expect Forgiveneſs upon Con- 


feſſion only, or only upon aſking it for the 


Sake of Chriſt: Dow to tell me, that I muft 
aſk, yea and expect Forgiveneſs upon my Re- 


pentance and Amendment only, is ſhocking, 
it is monſtrous, it is a denying of Chriſtianity. 


I muſt repent and amend, otherwife I ought 


not to expect F orgiveneſs; but | muſt not ex- 


pect Forgiveneſs upon the Account of my Re- 
pentance and Amendment only, but I muſt 


aſk it and expect it for the Sake, and upon 


the alone Merits of Jeſus Chriſt ; whoſe Merits 
and Satisfaction is the Foundation of God's ac- 


-cepting our Repentance and Amendment, con- 


Alten with the Honour of his divine Law. 


This is Catholic Doctrine, this is Chriſtian 


Faith. But to teach me to aſk for Pardon, 


and to depend upon my Repentance and A. 


mendment oniy for it, is plainly to deny the 


Neceſſity of Chriſt's Merits and Satisfaction to 
my Forgiveneſs. And very conſiſtently with 


this Doctrine, in all the Forms of Prayer 
which our Author has drawn up, he never 
once mentions the Merits, Mediation, or Inter- 
\cz/ſion of Jeſus Chriſt, or aſks any thing for 
"bis Sake, or through his Merits; but teaches us 
to pray in the following affeffed Manner, viz. 
Page 118, © Expecting Pardon and Favour 


40 From God, upon the Terms of his (Jeſus 
„ Chriſt's) Goſpel * on. From what has 


Deen ſaid, the Reader will eaſily perceive: in 


g = To Ke ſame Purpoſe, F 39 207, 208, 204. f 
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VUdat Senſe he uſes the Word only, as he will 


from what follows, page 123. am —4 


ſenſible of thy Love to Mankind, in fend- 


„ing thy Son into che World, to enliven and 
„ ſtrengthen by bis excellent Doctrine, and by his 
* holy Example, our ſincere Endtavours to know 
and prattiſe thy Commandments.” If Chriſt 
did no more for us than this, the — 
ſmells rank of Socinianiſm. Page'124, In 
** his (Jeſus Cbriſt's) Name, and as bis Diſciple, 
I implore thy Pardon, and intreat thy Fa- 
* vour.““ Page 204, Accept O Lord, this 


„ my firſt Service of this Day, according to the 


% Goodneſs of thy own Nature, declared by 
* thy Son Jeſus Chriſt our Lord.“ To the 


ſame Purpoſe page 213. Again page 214, 


As his Diſciple, I intreat of thee the Par- 


<< don Sc.“ Page 222, I beg of thee, out 


'*© of the abundant Goodneſi of thy Nature, (note 
Reader, he does not ſay for the Sake or Me- 
rs of Chriſt) to overlook and ſupply all the 
Defects. of my Services.“ Again page 243, 


In his Name, and as bis Diſciple, I truſt for 
Acceptance.“ So page 232, BgBeſeeching 


<< thee to hear and to accept us, as the Diſci- 
ec ples of thy Son Jeſus Chriſt our Lord.“ It 
is true, he adds ſome of the Church. Prayers at 
the End of his Book, which conclude, through 
the Merits &c. for Feſus Cbhriſt'i Sake, and for 
the Honour of our Mediator and Advocate. But 
this an intelligent Reader will look upon as no 
more than a Salvo; there being ſo wide a Dif- 
ference in the Turn and Spirit of his Prayers, 
and thoſe: of the Church; eſpecially ſince we 
have ſeen from his own Words, he makes the 


fattion 


Death of Chriſt not to be a Sacrifice and Satiſ- 


"Tis 105 7 Ri 
adler for Sin, but only a Seal or Teſtinany to 
confirm the Truth of his Doctrine; 
Laſtly, the Catholic Church maintains the 
true Chriſtian Faith to be this; That we be 
lieve and confeſs, that our Lord Jeſus Chrift 
the Son of God, is God and Man: This is 
alſo the expreſs Doctrine of our Church (ſee. 
Article ii.); And whoever denies the Divmity 


of our Lord. Jeſus Chriſt, is a downright A. 


7148. Now our Author does not once through- 
out his whole Book, aſſert his Divinity, or 
give him any. one Attribute that ſtrictly im- 
plies Divinity. Nay there are ſome Paſſages, 
that look a quite contrary Way. Thus page 
85, he ſpeaks of Real Believers in Chritt,?? 

(how? why,) as ſent into the World by Cath 
Does this raiſe him above a created Being? No 


ſure! Again page 124, accept this ſincere 


© Profeſſion of my Faith in thee,: the only true 
«© God; and in Jeſus Chriſt whom thou haſt 


„ ſent.” This is his Faith: And the Catholic 


Faith is! That we worſhip one God in Tri- 
e nity, and Trinity in Unity:“ Whether his 
Faith agrees with this, God and himſelf beſt 
know. Again page 203, „I intreat of thee a- 
<« lone, as the Father and Fudge of Mankind.“ 
So page 206, I ſeek the Pardon of my Sins 
«* from thy Fatherly Mercy and Goodneſs alone.“ 
Words, which to me ſeem to deny, as well the 


Divinity, as the Satisfattion of our Lord Jeſas 


Chriſt. 
And it has with good Reaſon, I think, been 
obſerved o, *, that conſidering, << how ſparingly 


5 he uſes the Word Saviour, and how often 


„ See Hindi Crtderts; Page 27. e 
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and affectedly he joins the Words Maſter a 


<< Diſciples, whenever he ſpeaks of - Chriſt and 


"6 Mankind together; it looks as if his prophe- 


ce jical Office was what he chiefly conſidered in 
6 him.” As to the Perſonality and Godbead 
of the Holy Ghoſt, there is not a Word in 
the Book about it; and to me there are ſome 
things in his long Diſcourſe on 1 Cor. xii. 13. 


which ſeem to look another Way. 


I had Thoughts when I firſt ſet Pen to Pa- 
per, to have ſhewn ſome of the Inconſiſtencies 
in this Book, which are many: But I begin to 
be weary of following an Author up and 


down, who has hardly one Sentence through- 


out his whole Performance, but what deſerves 
the Laſh ; and I believe the Reader will think 
it ſufficient thus far to have overthrown his 
Hypotheſis, to have confuted his Explications 
and Gloſſes upon Scripture, to have ſhew'd 
how much he has miſrepreſented the Doctrine 
of our- Church, and to have pointed out ſome 
Paſſages, which in their plain natural Con- 


ſtruction, contradict the received Faith of 


Chriſt's Church. 
* If the Main of what I have. ſaid, be 


ce true, the Author would do well, in the 
Fear of God to own it in a plain and open 
% Manner, and undo (as far as poſſible) the 
Evil of his Book. This cannot be done, 
* but by a thorow Retractation of it, which 
<«« he will haſten to do, if his Heart be duly 
t touched with a true Senſe of the great Of- 
< fence he has given to the Church of England, 


„ gee the nk Mr Archdeacon Mar/aen's Addreſs to 


the _ of 32: . 112. 
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«© and the whole Church of Chriſt: ' Next to 
Innocence is Repentance; but this is never 


ce ſincere, without our making that Reſtitu- 
«* tion, which it is in our Power to make. 
« But if he ſhall perſiſt in the Defence of 
« what he has done; he will make his II. 


ce worſe, be daily more and more entangled 


in his own Net, and be eaſily marked out 
and ſhewn as a Spefacle of Ridicule and Scorn 
© toevery vulgar Eye: Good Men will deteſt 
„ his Character, and he has Reaſon to fear, 


God will be ftirring up Vengeance for his 


«© Impenitence.” 


I beg leave of the ſerious Reader to ſay a 


Word or two'more, and then I have done. 


Do not ſay, the Table of the Lord is con- : 


temptible, or imagine that the Bread of God, 
that which is offered to him as Figures of the 
precious Body and Blood of Chriſt, and which 
he returns to us for a ſpiritual Banquet, full of 
Life- power: Do not imagine, I ſay, that this 
is common Bread and Wine; but conſider who 
inſtituted this Sacrifice, by whoſe Commiſſion it 
is celebrated, for what End it was appointed, 
and the Promiſe Chriſt has made of being with 
his commiſſion? d Officers in the Celebration of it: 

Firſt, Conſider who inſtituted this Chriſtian 
Sacrifice, this divine Worſhip and Service of 
the Chriſtian Church. It was our Lord Chriſt 


himſelf, the Founder and ſupreme Head of 


the Church, who in the ſame Night that he 
was betray*d, tao Bread and Wine, and when 
he had bleſſed them, ſaid, This is my Body given 


for you, this is my Blood ſhed for you: Do this 


for a Memorial of me. The Author of Salva- 
tion is the Founder of this Ordinance ; his Or- 


1 dinance 


j 


[ 108 | 
dinance thetefore muſt not be-deſpiſed, but at- 


tended to by all who would be ſaved by him: 


For he is the Author of Salvation ro them that 
obey him, not to thoſe who diſobey him. 
Remember, that from the Beginning God hath 
enjoined paſilive Duties: Adam himſelf was 
under the Injunction. of poſitive: Para and loft 
Paradije by the Breach of it. 
-- 2dly, - Conſider by whoſe Comm ion chis di. 
vine Service is celebrated. The Materials of 
this Holy Feaſt cannot be deemed common 
Bread and Wine, in that they are dedicated to 
God in Memory of Chriſt, with Prayer for a 
divine Bleſſing, by a commiſi o Officer of 
Chriſt. When our Saviour had took Bread 
and Wine, and bleſſed them, and ſaid of them, 
Ibis is my Body giuen for you, this is my Blood 
Heid for gon; he commanded and commiſſio ned 
his Apaſtles, and in them their Succeſſars and 
Subſtilutes, the Biſbops and Prieſts of the Chriſ- 


tian Church, deriving their Commiſſion from 


them, to mate a Memorial before: God of his 
Death and Paſſion, in the appointed Repreſen- 


tations of his Body and Blood. And can you 


think that this Memorial is not accepted by 
God, and beneficial to us, when it is made by 
ſuch as are appointed to that Holy Office by 
a proper Commiſſion; and ſo according to the 
Will, and by an Authority, derived originally 
from our Lord Chriſt ?- | 
3aly. Conſider for what. End this divine 
Herbie was appointed, viz. far. a Memorial 10 


God, i. e. to repreſent and ſthew forth Chriſt's 


Death to him, that he may. ſee it, and behold 
it in the appointed Memorials thereof, and re- 
member it for out Good. Do this, fays 6" 
nn CY. Lord, 


2 
im: 
that 
him. 
hath 
Was 


| loſt 


is di- 
Is of 


mon 


A to 
for a 
r of 
read 
lem, 
Blaod 
Noned 
and 
hriſ- 
from 
f his 
eſen- 

you 
d by 
le by 
e by 
o the 


nally 


liuine 
zal to 
rilt's 
hold 


d re- 


our 


OT d, | 


[rg] 


Lord, for a. Memorial of me, to bring my 


Death and Paſſion into Remembrance before 
God: Not as if God could forget it, or has 
any need to be put in Mind of it, as if his Me- 
mory could fail him; but that by this appoint- 
ed Memorial we may engage him to remember 


the Covenant of Grace, founded on the Sa- 


crifice and Prieſthood of Chriſt, and that he 


may be propitious to us in the Pardon of our 


Sins, and in confirming to us the other 
Benefits of Chriſt's Paſſion, for the Sake 


of che grand Sacrifice itſelf, which we then 


commemorate and repreſent to him, in the 


Manner Chriſt has appointed. Remember 


then, that this divine Service being the ap- 


_ pointed Memorial, the inſtituted Repreſentation 


made to God of his Son's Death and Paſſion, 
to engage him to be favourable and gracious 


to us; it is therefore, by Virtue of the grand 


Sacrifice commemorated and repreſented by it, 
available to the Pardon of Sin; for does not 
our Lord ſay of the Wine, This is my Blood of 
the New Teſtament, or Covenant; ſbed for the 


Kemiſſion of Sins; It is alſo the Means of deri- 


ving to us the Grace of the divine Spirit; for 
does not our Lord ſay concerning his /acra- 


mental Body and Blood, It is the Spirit that 


quickneth; and the Words that 1 ſpeak unto you, 
they are Spirit and they are Life : Hence it is 


the Conveyance of a Principle of Immortality; 


for has not our Lord ſaid, WYhoſo eateth my 


. Fleſh and drinketh my Blood, bath eternal Life 


and I will raiſe him up at the laſt Day; for my 


Fleſh is Meat indeed, and my Blood is Drink in- 


deed, Is not this divine Service therefore the 
appointed Claim of the Covenant of Grace? 
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is ĩit not the means of renewing Covenant, and 
holding Communion with God? Shall we 
therefore deſpiſe that, which is an appointed 
Memorial to God, and by conſequence the 
Means of divine Grace and Favour to us? 
Aibly. Conſider the Promiſe Chriſt has made 

to be with his Commiſſion'd Officers in the Ce- 
lebration of this divine Service, When he 
had commiſſion'd his Apoſtles to make a Re- 
preſentation of his Death to God, in the ap- 
| pointed Memorials of his Body and Blood, 
ſaying unto them, Do this for a Memorial of © 
me; he afterwards promiſed, that he would 
be with them, and with their Succeſſors and Sub- 
Aitutes, in the Execution of all Parts of their 
Office, and therefore in the Execution of this, 
even unto the End of the World; ſaying un- 
to them, Math. xxviii. 20. Lo! I am with you, 
you my Apoſtles, whom 1 have commiſſion*d 
to baptize, to adminiſter the Euchariſt, &c. 
even unto the End of the World: And therefore 
with their Succeſſors and Subſtitutes unto the 
End of the World; ſince they themſelves 
were not to continue in Perſon unto the End 
of the World. Will you then deſpiſe that 
holy Feaſt, which Chriſt himſelf inſtituted, 
which he commanded his Apoſtles to continue 
for a Memoiaial- of him, before God, and in 
the Celebration of which he promis'd to be 


: with them, and their Succeſſors and Subſti- 

x n tutes, even unto the End of the World? 

1 Will you deſpiſe that, of which Chriſt ſaid, 
. This is my Body given for you, this is my Blood 
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ſhed for you? which, he ſaith, is he Meat that 
endureth unto euerlaſting Life; which he calletn 
the Bread of God, and the hfe-giving OY 3 
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I ſay, will you deſpiſe chat, which Chriſt” . 


dignifies with the Name and Title of his 
Fleſb and Blood, and which he aflures us, is 
ſo in Life and Spirit, in Power and Effect, 


by the enlivening Energy of the Holy Spirit? 


Certainly, if theſe Things be duly conſidered 
you will not deſpiſe it! but and then will you 
negleft it? Many, tho' they cannot deny, but 


that it is a main Duty of Chriſtianity to attend 


the Holy Euchariſt, yet live in the Neglect 
of it: They think it a very good thing to fre- 
quent it; but yet do not think that the Neg- 
lect of it is a Sin, that will eternally undo 
them. But they muſt be undeceived in this 
Matter. To which purpoſe, be pleas'd to 
conſider what follows. If we believe it to be 


a Duty, can we with any manner of Reaſon 


expect to be ſaved by Chriſt, when we live in 
the Neglect of that, which he made to be our 
Duty? The Scripture ſaith, Zeb. v. . He is 
the Author of Salvation to all them that obey 
him: But is this to obey him, to live in the 
Neglect of what he hath made our Duty? 
Certainly, you will not ſay it is... Can we ex-. 
pect to be ſaved, if we wilfully neglect the 
Means of Salvation? But do not we negle@ the 
Means of Salvation, if we neglect to feed up- 
on that Food, which endureih unte everlaſting 


Lie? .. Is there any effectual Way of plea- 
ding Chriſt's Merits before God, but that 
' Way which Himſelf hath appointed for the 


ſhewing forth his Death unto God? And can 
we expect to be ſaved without pleading Chriſt's 
Merits? ... We cannot merit Happineſs, nor 
lay claim to it, by our own Deſervings f we 
x _ nave 


11121 
have no Title to it, but by Covenant; and 
can we expect the Benefit of the Covenant, 
when we are not careful to renew it, and to 
keep up Communion with God? .. Conſider 
what a Streſs our Saviour lays upon this Duty, 


Verily, verily, I Jay unto you, except, ye eat the 
Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood, ye 


have no Life in you. John vi. 53. 
ly makes the receiving of this Sacrament ne- 


ceflary to all, who are capable of receiving it. 


Theſe are Words, which every Chriſtian Man 


or Woman ſhould have in their Mind, who 


| go out of the Church when the Sacrament is to 
be adminiſtred, or refuſe to receive it: For 
when our Lord ſaith, Except ye eat the Fleſb 


"the Son of Man, and drink bis Blood, ye have 
no Life in you, he doth not mean eating it now and. 


then, or once or twice in a Year, or perhaps 
in our Life-time: The Word is r, which 
ſignifies to feed upon a thing as conſtant Food: 
And therefore the Thing that he requires of 
us, is to feed upon it conſtantly, as often as 
we have Opportunity. And it deſerves. to be 
conſidered, whether at the Day of Judgment, 
Chriſt may not ſay unto ſuch as deſpiſe or neg- 
lect this Holy Sacrament; *#* Did not 1 tell 
„ you the Way to Happineſs? did I not ſay 
c unto you molt expreſsly, Yerily, verily, ex- 
de cept ye feed on the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and 


* make his Blood your Drink, ye have no Life - 


c in you How then can you expect eternal 
fHFappineſs, when you neglected the means. 
« which I appointed for attaining it?? In a 


Word, all God's Favours and Bleflings are 


free, and we muſt be content to lay hold of 
them 
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without them. If we will not be. ſa ved in the 
Manner he has appointed, there is no Help 
for it; God is not Bound to depart from his 
Rule, or to ſave us in a Manner of our own 
chooſing: He has no where promis d it, and 
therefore We have no Reaſon to expect i it but 
the contrary. 

But that no one may think, the Streſs is laid 


upon a mere outward Formality, upon the 


bare Action of eating and drinking the Holy 


Euchariſt, we muſt remember, that there is 


a certain Manner of eating and drinking this 


divine Food, that it may be ſalutary to us, 
the Seal of Pardon and the Conveyance of di- 


vine Grace: That is to ſay, this holy Food 
muſt be eaten in a ſpiritual Manner, which in 
the Senſe, of the Primitive Church, implies 


theſe two Things. Firſt; that we eat and 
drink it, not as mere Bread and Wine, or as 


bare emp oy Repreſentations, but as the Body 
and Bloo 

means of the enlivening Energy of the life · gi- 
ving Spirit, communieating itlelf to, and con- 
veying itſelf by the Holy Symbols, or the ſa- 


cramental Body and Blood. And, 24ly. That we 


eat and drink with that Preparation and Devo- 
tion of Mind, which befits ſo ſolemn and divine 


an Inſtitution, i. e. with bumble, and penitent, and 


believing and thankful Hearts and Reſolutions to 
live in all Reſpects, as becomes the Goſpel of 
Chriſt. Then, as St Auſtin ſpeaks, will the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt be Life to every Man, 
if 2 which is vilibly taken, be ſpiritually eaten 
and * drunk; if it be eaten in a ſpiri- 


Q | tual 


of Chriſt in Power and Ef, by 
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n 
have no Title to it, but by Covenant; and 
can we expect the Benefit of the Covenant, 
when we are not careful to renew it, and to 
keep up Communion with God? .. Conſider 
what a Streſs our Saviour lays upon this Duty, 
Verily, verily, I ſay unto you, except, ye eat ihe 
Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood, ye 
have no Life in you. John vi. 53. He poſitive- 
ly makes the receiving of- this Sacrament ne- 


ceflary to all, who are capable of receiving it. 


Theſe are Words, which every Chriſtian Man 
or Woman ſhould have in their Mind, who 

o out of the Church when the Sacrament is to 
be adminiſtred, or refuſe to receive it: For 


when our Lord faith, Except ye eat the Fleſb 
of the Son of Man, and drink bis Blood, ye have 
uo Life in you, he doth not mean eating it now and. 


tben, or once or twice in a Year, or perhaps 
in our Life-time: The Word is 7esſo, which 
ſignifies to feed upon a thing as conſtant Food: 
And therefore the Thing that he requires of 
us, is to feed upon it conftantly, as often as 
we have Opportunity. And it deſerves to be 
conſidered, whether at the Day of Judgment, 


Chriſt may not ſay unto ſuch as deſpiſe or neg- 


lect this Holy Sacrament; Did nor I tell 
&« you the Way to Happineſs? did I not ſay 
< unto you molt expreſsly, Yerily, verily, eu- 


ce cept ye feed on the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and 


* make bis Blood your Drink, ye have no Life 
« in you ? How then can you expect eternal 
<«< Happineſs, when you neglected the means. 
« which I appointed for attaining it? In a 
Word, all God's Favours and Peelings are 
free, and we muſt be content to lay 2 
N them 


8 
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without them. If we will not be ſaved i in the 


Manner he has appointed, there is no Help 
for it; God is not Bound to depart from his 


Rule, or to ſave us in a Manner. of our own. 
chooſing: He has no where promis d it, and 
therefore We have no Reaſon to expect 1 it, but 
the contrary. 


1 


But that no one may think, the Streſs is 4 


upon a mere outward Formality, upon the 
bare Action of eating and drinking the Holy 
Euchariſt, we muſt remember, that there is 
a certain Manner of eating and drinking this 


divine Food, that it may be ſalutary to us, 
the Seal of Pardon and the Conveyance of di- 


vine Grace: That is to ſay, this holy Food 
muſt be eaten in a /piritual Manner, which in 
the Senſe of the Primitive Church, implies 
theſe two Things. Firſt; that we eat and 
drink it, not as mere Bread and Wine, or as 
bare emp J Repreſentations, but as the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt in Potter and Effect, by 

means of the enlivening Energy of the life- 6rd 
ving Spirit, communieating itſelf to, and con- 
vey ing itſelf by the Holy Symbols, or the ſa- 


cramental Body and Blood. And, 2dly. That we 


eat and drink with that Preparation and Devo- 
tion of Mind, which befits ſo ſolemn and divine 
an Inſtitution, i i. e. with humble, and penitent, and 
believing and thankful Hearts and Reſolutions to 
live in all Reſpects, as becomes the Goſpel of 
Chriſt, Then, as St Auſtin ſpeaks, wil 1b 
Body and Blood of Chriſt be 22 to every Man, 
if that which is viſibly taken, be ſpiritually eaten 


and — drunk z if it be eaten in a ſpiri - 


9 tual 


outward 
in Power 


in Grace and 
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er, to add ſome 


a | Councils, in Be lf of the Doctrin 
which I have endeavoured to vindicate. 


Clemens Ramanus flouriſh'd about the Tear 
of our Lord 65. In his E piſtle to the Coriu- 
#bians, Chap. xliy. he ſays . „It will be 
no ſmall. Crime, if we eject thoſe from the 
.* Epiſcopal. Office, who offer- the Gifts in an 


* unblameable and holy Manner.” 


St Ignatius, who. flouriſh'd ft . D, 194, in | 


his Epiſtle to the Ry ai eee gd Chap. x. Jay 
thus; Let no 


Cad ſignifies in Scripture, a, material. Sacri 


5 JS W.“ 2 PANE } 
Aw I. I . =. 


211 E N 1 had dlann up Fl Fore- 
going, I thought it might not be 
unacceptable to ic he ſerious Read- 
0 5 eſtimonies from 
the Fathers, a 1777 Liturgies, and 


E 


8 


ecelye himſelf; he 
Who is not within 15. Altar, is deprived of 
the Bread of Cod“ Now chat the Bread of 


fice offered to God, the Reader may be ſatiſ- 
fied by conſulting Lev. xxi. 6, 8, 17. and 


v. XXii. 5. 


St Fuſtin Martyr, who flouriſhed A.D. 140 
in his Plalocue r 7yDͤ, ſays thus; TL 


4 


[116 1 
15 this Prophecy (1/aiah xxxiii. 16.) he clearly 
e&-ſpeaks of che Bread, which (Bread) our 
.«©Chriſt has inſtructed us to offer {mois ) for a 
' «© Memorial of his Incarnation; for the Sake 
of them that believe in him, e. 
St Trenzus Biſhop e of Lyons, Who flourit ned 
E. D. 167, in Ib. iw. cap. 32. ſays thus 
„ ur Lord inſtructing his Apoſtles to offe 
© firſt Fruits to God, of his own Creatures, 
not as if be. wanted, but that they might not 
ee be unfruitful nor ungrateful, took Bread 
£* (which is a Creature of God) and gave 
Thanks ſaying, This is my Body, and in like 
„ manner he declared the! Cup (which is alſo 
«© 4 Creature of God) to be his Blood, and ſo 
e taught the new Oblation of the New 7 eſta- 
ee ment, which the Church receiving from 
e the Apoſtles offers to God "throughout the 
hole World.?“ 

Tertullian, Who flouriſh'd abt A. D. 192, 
t Orgtione, cap. xiv.) ſays thus; On the 
«ſtationary (i. e faſting) Days, many think 
e they ought. not to be preſent at the Prayers 
cc of the Sacrifices, leſt their Faſt ſhould be 
< broken by receiving the Body of our Lord; 

Does therefore the Euchariſt ſlacken our 
e due Devotion to God, or rather bind us 

e faſter to God? Will not your Station be 
* more ſolemn, if you attend at God's Allar? 
< By taking the Body of our Lord, and re- 

s ſerving it (viz. to be eaten when your Faſt is 
done) och will be ſecured, viz. the parta- 


9 


* king of the Sacrifice, and the Performance of 
« your Duty. 
Origen, who flouriſhed about A. D. 230, 
* his Book againſt Celſus, __ 6 Let Celſus 
as 


. <* Sacrifice, (viz, Bread and Wine) therefore it 


m1 


e ds one chat Knows not Gods offer bis Eu- 


« chariſtic Sacrifices to Dæmons; but we, ap- 
s peaſing the Creator of all things, eat Loa ves 


ered with Thankſgiving and Prayer over 


« the Gifts," they being made a certain * 
% HBody by means of Prayer.“ 

St 0 yprian, Archbiſhop of Carthage, who 
-flouriſh'd about A. D. 248, in his 63d Epiſtle 
ſays; ** Jeſus Chriſt our Lord and God, was 
„ the Author and Inſtitutor of this Sacrifice— 
„ And. who was more the Prieſt of the moſt 
„ high God, than our Lord : Jeſus Chriſt, 
* who offered up a Sacrifice to the Father, the 
* ſame Sacrifice which Melchiſedet had offered 
ee before him; that is, Bread and Wine, to 
„wit, his Body and Blood?! ——And if Jeſus 


-- 6 Chriſt our Lord and God be himſelf the 


« oreat High- Prieſt of God the Father, and 
e accordingly firſt offered his own Perſon, as 
6 a Sacrifice to his Father, and afterwards 
directed us to do the like in Commemoration 
of him, the Prieſt then offers up to God the 
„ Father, in his Church, the trueſt and com- 

ec pleateſt Sacrifice, if he celebrates it in the 
„ manner, wherein he is aſſured Chriſt him- 
4 ſelf did celebrate it.“ 

Euſebius Biſhop of Cæſarea, who flouriſhed a- 


bout 4. D. 315, in lib. viii. in Gen. xlix. 12, ſays, 
Chriſt himſelf delivered to his Diſciples the 


Symbols of the divine Oeconomy, com- 
« manding them to offer the —_ £4 his own 
46 Body. a2 

ha u5Biſhop of Alexandria, in Orat. * 


 Melchiſedrk, ſays; * He (viz. Melchiſedek) 


vas the firſt Example of offering the unbloody 


Was 


I * 2 . 
— x — 
— - = n= £18 
r Crs = . 
r 2 2 
Ps. 


5 
N 


— — 1 „„ — Fe 


"oy — 


= — — — — — — A SET 
0 = A X "64-30 & 8 2 „„ 2 8 
me u * 2 = oy . — LY \ 8 2 x n 
1 " b - i. dd ws 
* £ Dr. 8 þ v * r _— 5 a — - _ — * 1 a - wat? * Fa * fa T . —— 
- A p by b L 2 "I 2 8 1 - — — pron > b 2 0 TY N 4 4 pu 
8 = * * ——; - 131388 2 * — wy — in rx \ © % * * * * 5 - 2 * 5 Ln + 7 — Pour - — 
PE BR on ⏑—-ππ . ht WES 2, . . . TCO — h 6% : ow SENS - . — 0 — * 4 —— - - 
Fe 1 * 5 5 -# * 1 2 by * * - my — 2 0 xo b IF: Tot u * ” 4 —_ 2 3 LINN * 3 5 — 0 n 2 — be v wy” 7 __—_—— WM 
— — F W 0 2 r *. 3 x 2 . Na, 4% Sd I Baa 2 — >. ELECT TI” "Ye OREN — 1 — 2 = 7 54 2 —— — > i=. 
* 8 * — — My * 2 — 4 . * p : ol —— et 2 2 2 — * 2 S N ' \ — © A; — — r you —— * 
ad os > C 1 5 5 x - n . ——— 255 — — N — n 
— 8 ak 4 — — K ** 4 _R — . 


— 


— 2 Ty, 
=! * 7 2 + > 8 * * ? — ow, 
Fe „„ LES is 5 * _ 4 1 Wers! — — — nw — =_ 
— ry — "IO 1 * 3 * > —.— Dre 
2 R * 6 n 3 1 > te Mo * 
e . SIA Say ra pr © 5 — * * — 
F g Ai pf Po - — — 


Dr 8 * 
ww D — 2 . rr © = IS we >, 
— — — — . , , ORs nm. nes tho ; 8 
* - a —. — 8 — IDn — ——k — — >< 
" * — Ju = LO = 
NCI ITS 2 g 5 


— r eo Rte = ot on 


> — 
Nr 6. 4. 


| by 2 78 315 
4 was ſaid to our Saviour, Thou art a prioſt 
4 for euer after the Order af Melchiſedek.““ 


St Cyril of Feruſalem, who flouriſhed about 


5 WS D. 330, in e Myſtogog. ſays; 


We beſeech God, the Lover, of Man, to 


40 ſend his Holy Spirit upon the Giſts laid be- 
eit fore him (474 Te α,õõÜZl ue) that he may make 


ee the Bread the Body of Chriſt, andthe. Wa ine 


the Blood of Chriſt, 5. 31116 

Macarius, who Bouriſhed abour . D. 224, 
"Hom. 27. ſays; At that Time the great 
„Men, and Righteous, and Prophets knew 


ee that a Redeemer was coming but they 


„knew not that Bread and Mine were to be 
ce offered in the Church, as the mp of 
his Body and. Blood! 

St Ambroſe Biſhop of Milan, who flouriſhed 
04 D. 374, in Lib. I. de Offeais, cap. xlviii. ſays; 
% Formerly a Lamb was offered, a Calf was 
offered, now Chriſt is offered, and he offers 
es himſelf as 4 Prieſt for the Forgiveneſs of 
-<6 our Sins: In an Image here (on Earth) in 
- << the Verity there, where he interpoſes as an 
-6 Advocate with the Father.“ 

St Jerome, who flouriſhed about A. D. 5 , 
in his Commentary on Matt hem xxvi. ſays; 
When our Saviour had fulfilled the Typical 
„ Paſſover, he takes Bread which. ſtrengthens 
% Man's Heart, and paſſes to che true Sacra- 
ec ment of the Paſſover; that as Melchiſedet, 
ee the Prieſt of the maſt high God, to 

4 prefigure him, had offered Bread and Wine, 
ſo he alſo might repreſent the Verity of his 

\ 5. 0wn Body and Blood.“ 


St Auſtin (Biſhop:of Hippo, who flouriſned 


4 D. 396, de Cimitate Dei, lib. xvi. yagi 22, 
ays; 


* 


W — SY > 
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C 
ſays's „When Melebiſeadet bleſſed Abrabam, 
then firſt that Sacrifice appeared, which is 
+6 now offered by Chriſtians throughout the 
«© World.“ And Lib. #v#. cap Ly. be Prieſt- 


hood and Sacrifice of Aaron is baniſhed, 


* and what Melchiſedek brought forth when 
< he bleſſed Abraham, is every where offered 
e under the Prieſthood of Chriſt,” And 
Lib. xx. cap. 18. Chriſtians celebrate the 
„Memory of that Sacrifice by the moſt holy 


& Ohlation, and Participation of the Body and 


4 Blood of Chriſt.” | 
 Fulgentius, A. D. 525. Lib. de fide ad Pet. 
cap. ix. ſays; In the time of the ON Teſta- 
„ment, living Creatures were offered—Now 
be in the Time of the New Teſtament the Ho- 


ly Catholic Church, throughout the World, 


«:ceafes not to offer che Szcrifices of Bread 
* and Wine in Faith and Charity. For in thoſe 
& garnal Sactifices the Fleſh of Chriſt was fi- 

„ gured, which he was to offer, and his 
% Blood, which he was to ſhed for the Remiſ- 
«© ſion of Sins. But in his Sacrifice, there is 
„giving of Thanks, and a Commemoration 


of the Fleſh of Chriſt, which he hath offer- 


* ed, and of his Blood which he hath ſhed 
6 for us. In thoſe Sacrifices therefore, what 
as to be given, was ſignified in a Figure: 


but in zhis Sacrifice, is evidently ſhewn 


*© what is already given. In zhoſe Sacrifices, 
«the Son of God, it was foretold, ſhould be 
«© Hain for Sinners; In this he is declared and 
„ publiſhed, as actually ſlain for them.” 
The Reader may find more Teſtimonies, 
Trom thoſe I have now mentioned, and der 
N Others 


[ x20 ] 


others of the antient Fathers, in the Appen- 5 


dix to Jobhnſon's Unbloody Sacrifice. TO 
theſe Teſtimonies from the Fathers, I ſhall 
add ſome from the antient Liturgies. In the 
Clementine Liturgy, the oldeſt Liturgy that is 
extant, we read thus; Wherefore having 
< in Remembrance his (Chriſt's) Paſſion c. 
& we offer to thee our King and our God, ac- 
« cording to his Iuſtitution, this Bread and 
« this Cup Sc. And ſend thy Holy Spirit, 
« the Witneſs of the Sufferings of the Lord 
& Teſus on this Sacrifice, that he may make 
4 this Bread the Body of thy Chriſt, and this 
t Cup the Blood of thy Chriſt: That all who 


'« ſhall partake of it, may be confirm'd in 


& Godlineſs, may receive Remiſſion of their 
« Sins may be delivered from the Devil and 
4 his Wiles, may be fulfilled with the Holy 
« Ghoſt, may be made worthy of thy Chriſt, 
c and may obtain everlaſting Life; Thou O 
« Lord Almighty, being reconciled to them.“ 
In the Liturgy of St James, which was an- 
tiently uſed in the Church of Jeruſalem, the 
firſt Chriſtian Church, the Prieſt ſays thus; 
« Wherefore having in Remembrance his 
_ «« (Chriſt's) life-giving Paſſion Sc. we Sinners 
offer to thee, O Lord, this tremendous 
and unbloody Sacrifice, c. Send down 
<< upon theſe Gifts, which are here ſet before 
ce thee, thy moſt Holy Spirit; that by his 
<« holy, good, and glorious Preſence, he may 
<« ſanctify and make this Bread the holy Body 
« of thy Chriſt, and this. Cup the precious 
« Blood of thy Chriſt: That all who are Par- 
„ takers. thereof may obtain ane I 
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& their Sins, and eternal Life, may be ſane⸗ 
c tified in Soul and Body, Sc.“ I 
In the Liturgy of St Mark, being the an- 


tient Liturgy of the Church of Alexandria, 


of which St Mark was the firſt Biſhop, and 


which was uſed throughout that Patriarchate, 
containing Egypt, Libya, Pentapolis, and E- 
thiopia, the Prieſt ſays thus 3 fie wing forth 
<« therefore, O Lord Almighty, Heavenly 
« King, the Death of thine only begotten 
Son Sc. We bave ſet before thee thine own, 
& out of thine own Gifts, &c. Send down thy 
« Holy Spirit upon us, and upon theſe 
&« Loaves and theſe Cups, that the Almighty 
« God may ſanctify and throughly con ſecrate 
«© them, making the Bread the Body and the 
&« Cup the Blood of the New Teſtament of our 
«© Lord himſelf, our God, our Saviour, and 
« ſupreme King Jeſus Chriſt: That they may 


te he to us who partake of them, the Means 


© of Faith, Sc. and the Remiſſion of our 
oc Sins.“ | | 

In the Liturgy of St Job» Chryſaſtom, which 
is the Liturgy uſed in the Patriarchate of 
Conſtantinople, the Prieſt ſays thus; + In Re- 
© membrance therefore of this Command of 


te our Saviour &c, We offer to thee thine own = 


et out of thine own Gifts, Sc. We offer to thee 
e this reaſonable and unbloody Worſhip, and 
60 beg, gray: beſeech, thee to ſend down thine 
<« holy Spirit upon us and upon theſe Gifts lying 


before the Make this Brend thee precious 
« Body of thy Chriſt, and what is in this Cup, 
« the ptecious' Blood of thy Chriſt; chat it 
„ may be to thoſe who partake of it for So- 
R we br iety 1 


e 


11 
es briety, the Remiſſion of Sins, the Commu- 
<« nication of the Holy Ghoſt, Sc.“ 
_- In the Liturgy of St Baſil, which is uſed 
upon ſome of the great Feſtivals, throughout 
the Patriarchate of Conſtantinople, the Prieſt 
fays thus; „ Wherefore: we alſo, O Lord, 
t having in Remembrance Sc, offer to thee 
«+ thine own out of thine own Gifts —and lay- 
<© ing before thee theſe Symbols of the holy Bo- 
$ dy and Blood of thy Chriſt, we pray and 
e beſeech thee, O thou Holy of Holies, of 
*© thy gracious Goodneſs, to ſend down thine 
* Holy Spirit upon us, and upon theſe Gifts, 
<< to bleſs, to ſanctify, to perfect them 
«© Make this Bread the precious Body of our 
Lord, our God, and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt ; 
«© and this Cup the precious Blood of our Lord, 
** our God and Savionr Jeſus Chriſt, Sc.“ 
In the Liturgy of St Baſil, as it is uſed 
throughout the Patriarchate of Alexandria, 
the Prieſt ſays thus; e In Remembrance 
„ therefore, Ic. we offer to thee thine own, 
ac out of thine own Gifts We beſeech, pray 
L and bow down ourſelves to thee, that of thy 
-* gracious Goodneſs, thou wilt ſend down 
6 thine Holy Spirit upon us thy Servants, and 
<6 upon theſe Gifts lying before thee, to bleſs 
<< them——that he may make this Bread the 
holy Body of our Lord, our God and Sa- 
«© viour Jefus Chriſt, for the Remiſſion of 
Sins and everlaſting Life, to all thoſe who 
«© partake of it; and this Cup the precious 
[6 Blood of our Lord, our God and Saviour 
"$*Jeſus Chriſt, for the Remiſſion of Sins, and 


M Nn Life to all bo partake of i it . 


In 


Which gur Lord commanded to be Feb 


a Fo 


hs the 1 of the Church of Ethiopia, 
a great Country beyond Egypt, the Prieſt ſays 
thus; And now O Lord, celebrating me 


Memorial Sc. we offer to thee this Bread 


50 and this Cup, c. We pray thee, O Lord, 
« e beſeech thee to ſend down thy Holy 


Spirit and Power upon this Bread, and up- 


5 on this Cup, that he may make them both 
« the Body and Blood of our Lord and Savi- 
tour Jeſus Chriſt,” ? 

Likewiſe in the Gothic Miſſal, which was 
uſed i in Spain, and in thoſe Churches of Gallia 
that were under the Government of the Goths ; 
and in the antient Gallican Miſſal, which was 


- uſed in all the Churches of Gaul and Britain, 


before the-Goths conquered any Part of the 


| Roman Empire, and continu'd to be uſed in 


ſome Parts of Gaul and Britain for ſeveral A- 
ges after; and in the Mozarabic Miſſal, which 


was antiently uſed i 4 Afrita, and afterwards 1 in 
Spain, from the 


ug it wag. conquered by 
the Moors, about the Year of our BEE 714, 

till about the Year 1080; in all theſe, the 
Elements are offered to God with Prayer for 
the Preſence and Bleſſing of the * 


Spirit upon them, 


I proceed, in the laſt Place, to give ſome 
farther Teſtimonies, from the ancient Councils. 
The ſecond, alids third of thoſe Canons, call- 


ed Apoſtolical, which are the moſt antient of 


the Canons which are come down to us, pro- 
. vides, that no Biſhop or Prieſt do offer any thing 
in Sacrifice on the Altar, beſides what our Lord 


bath commanded: And what thoſe Things are 
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under the Symbols of Bręa 
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the Reader has ſeen from the fore 


Teſtimonies: © 4 


The Synod of Ancyra (A. D. g15,) in the” 


&h Canon, requires, that “ they who had eac- 
<< en things offered to Idols, but with Tears 


tc in their Eyes, thereby ſignifying their inward 


« Averſion, ſhould after having been Peni- 
& tents for three Years, be received to Com- 
& munion, but without the Oblation.”” | 


By the eleventh Canon of the firſt Ozcument- ». 


tal Council of Nice (A. D. 325.) it is provided, 
that they who have tranſgreſſed, i. e. done Sacri- 
fice to Idols, without Compulſion, ſhall continue 
three Tears among the" Hearers, be Subſtrators ſes 
ven tears, and for two Years communicate with 
the People in Prayer, without the Oblation. 
The Synod of Gangræ (A. D. 340.) in the 
4 Canon, cenſures thoſe, who refuſe to 3 
the Oblation, when it is made by a married Prieſt. 
The 24't* Canon of the 34 alias 6 Council 
of Carthage, (A. D. 397.) provides, that in the 


Sacramenis of the Body and Blood of Chriff, nothing 
be offered, but robat the Lord hath delivered, that 


is, Bread and Wine mixed with Water. 

-- . Theſe are ſome of the many Teſtimonies that 
have been brought from Antiquity, in Proof 
and for the Confirmation of the repreſentative 
Sacrifice of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, un- 


der the Symbols of Bread and Wine in the 


Holy Euchariſt : And thus Reader you ſee, if 
Scripture and Antiquity be good Proofs of any 
Doctrine, we have them both on our Side, 
for the Repreſentative Sacrifice, of the Body 


and Blood, of Chrift in the Holy Euchariſt, 


d and Wine. e 


Deo tri. uni Gloria, Amen. 
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